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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue new Covnty Cover Rutes are not yet published. By way 
of accounting for the delay, it is said that a difficulty arose from 
the County Courts Act, 1888, requiring the appointment of a new 
committee of judges to frame rules of practice thereunder (section 
164), which step could not be taken until the 1st of January, 
1889, the date of the commencement of the Act. As, however, 
the new committee, as everybody knew, would certainly consist 
of the old committee of judges, there was no reason why the new 
rules should not have been discussed or even drafted before the 
ist of January, 1889, and it would seem that some work was in 
fact done before that date, though the committee do not appear 
to have commenced their labours at a sufficiently early period. 
Surely the consideration of these rules ought to have been commenced 
on the 1st day of October last at latest, and they could then have been 
fully prepared and submitted to the High Court Committee, at all 
events by the middle of December, and might have been sanctioned 
by the Lord Chancellor and issued early in January. There 
would have been time also to consider fully the valuable sugges- 
tions of the Incorporated Law Society and the Liverpool Law 
Society, as well as to rectify many conspicuous errors in the 
former rules, and to have made a complete and satisfactory code. 
The County Courts Act, 1888, was passed with indecent haste, con- 
taining provisions against the ineertion of which the Lord Chancellor 
and Lord Herscuett protested, and we think without much regard 
to a promise by the Attorney-General that the report of the Grand 
Committee to which the Bill was referred should be fully con- 
sidered in the House of Commons. It is to be hoped that the 
new county court rules will not be as unsatisfactory as the Act. 
The Incorporated Law Society asked for the suspension of the Act 
for some months to enable its provisions to be reconsidered and 
made the subject of further attention if necessary, and to give 
time for effecting a complete revision of the rules. It is to be re- 
gretted that this reasonable request was not complied with. 





Ix accorpANce with the Order in Council of December, 1887, 
under which the winter assizes are regulated, the commission days 
for the coming assizes will be arranged, as they were last year, so) 
that the assizes on the several circuits will end simultaneously on 
the 20th of March. 





Wir rEcarp to the above announcement, we may be permitted 
to inquire whether it would not be practicable to issue Orders in 
Council in the same way as new rules of court and rules under 
Acts are now issued? The Order in Council referred to above was 
announced in our columns as about to be issued, and its purport 
was fully stated in advance; but no copy of the order ever reached 
us, and even the vigilant editors of the ‘‘ Annual Practice’ do not 
seem to have obtained it. 





Room 138 in the Royal Courts is in future to be appointed, 





instead of the Rolls Chapel, as the place to be named in the chiet 


clerk’s certificate, made in a foreclosure action, for receipt by the 
mortgazee of his mortgage money. A book will be kept wherein 
attendances for this purpose will be entered. No fee has hitherto 
been prescribed. 





Dvrinc THE LONG srttincs just commenced there will be an 
opportunity forthe judges of the Chancery Division to make con- 
siderable progress in the disposal of the witness actions now before 


1/ them, which, as appears by the lists, are 375 in all, or an average 


of seventy-five to each of the five judges. It is not too much to ex- 
pect that the greater number of these will be disposed of before 
the 17th of April, although this expectation may be disappointed 
by the intervention of a few heavy cases. 





Many READERS will hear with regret of the death, at Maiori, 
in Southern Italy, on the 10th inst., of Mr. Wiitram Forp, the 
head of the firm of Forp, Ranken, Forv, & Co., and a former 
President of the Incorporated Law Society. Mr. Forp was 
educated at Eton and King’s College, Cambridge, where he 
graduated B.A. and M.A., and was afterwards elected a Fellow of 
King’s. He was admitted a solicitor in Michaelmas Term, 1836, 
and shortly afterwards joined the late Mr. Cuantes Ranken in 
partnership. Mr. Forp served the office of President of the 
Incorporated Law Society in 1870. 


A povsr arises whether applications under the provisions of the 
County Courts Act, 188%, which may be made to a judge of the 
High Court can strictly be dealt with by a master, this Act not 
being within the purview of the Judicature Acts and rules there- 
under. By R.8.C., ord. 54, r. 12, the jurisdiction of a master in 
the Queen’s Bench Division is to be the same as that of a judge at 
chambers, with the twelve exceptions specified. We understand 
that the common sense principle has been acted upon so far, and 
where such applications (such as applications under sections 65 and 
66 to remit to the county court) did not come within the excep- 
tions to ord. 54, r. 12, the masters have exercised the same 
jurisdiction as is conferred upon them by the rules, and was 
hitherto exercised by them in applications under the repealed 
County Court Acts. Isis curious to note that while section 65 
authorizes application to ‘‘a judge of the High Court at 
Chambers,” section 66 gives authority to “a judge of the High 
Court,”’ omitting the words ‘‘ at chambers.” 





AN EXCEEDINGLY vexed question as to costs occurs in various 
shapes when a petition to wind up a company comes before the 
court. As often happens, a petitioning creditor’s debt is paid before 
the petition comes into the paper, and when it is called on the 
petitioner either asks leave to withdraw his petition or is not re- 
presented, knowing that it is liable to be struck out. In either 
case the costs of parties who have been invited by advertisement to 
be present at the hearing form an important factor, and, if asked 
for, must be dealt with by the court. Then, again, it frequently 
happens that when a petition is being heard counsel appearing for 
creditors or contributories have not been instructed either to 
support or oppose, and when called upon to decide one way or the 
other, are puzzled between the alternatives presented by the 
practice as to costs in these cases, lest, if the winding up is ordered 
against their opposition or refused against their support, their client 
should be deprived of his costs of appearing. It would seem 
to be worthy of consideration whether it would not be better 
for all parties were a regulation made requiring all persons 
who propose to appear on the hearing of a winding-up petition 
to give notice of their intention and of the side they intend to take 
in the argument. It would save the judge much time and trouble 
and would help to settle questions which, under the present 
practice, arise subsequently to the hearing. 





Last WEEK we commented upon the mistake of “‘ presented ” for 
“* prescribed”? in the Land Charges Act as issued by the Queen’s 
printers. We now have to call attention to what is apparently 
a blunder of a far more serious character in another statute which 
also received the Royal assent on Christmas Eve. This is the 


12 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Jan. 19, 1889. 








= 


Companies Clauses Consolidation Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. e 
48). The manifest object of this statute is to enable corpora- 
tions, when they hold shares in companies, to appoint as proxies 
members of their own body who are not themselves shareholders. 
The power is limited to those companies to which the Companies 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, applies; and it is conferred, in 
an awkward manner enough, by means of a proviso to be added to 
section 76 of that Act, which deals with other matters besides 
proxies. That this isthe object of the statute admits of no doubt ; 
for the two forms of proxy papers given both begin, ‘‘ We, the ‘ 
being a body corporate, and one of the proprietors of 
the company ”’; and the 3rd section also uses the phrase 
‘‘ shares held by the corporation.’’ But on turning to section 2, 
which contains the operative proviso, it will be found that it 
applies only to cases ‘‘ where the shareholder is a member of a 
body corporate.” Of course, what was really intended is, 
‘¢where the shareholder is a body corporate”; but we greatly 
doubt whether any canon of interpretation can authorize such 
violence to the plain words of an Act of Parliament as to omit 
altogether the three words we have printed in italics. 





We Have on several occasions drawn attention to the style 
of hesdnote which has from time to time prevailed in the Zimes 
law reports. These great works are like the productions of 
celebrated painters : there are various manners at various periods. 
There is the early and immature manner (before the writer has learnt 
the value of “lines’’): ‘‘ This case raised a curious and interest- 
ing point.” There is the later juvenile manner, something in 
this style: ‘“‘This case was of great interest to all persons pos- 
sessing property, whether real or personal, and, whether in posses- 
sion, reversion, or remainder, and whether consisting of houses or 
lands, or property known, in legal phrase, as ‘ goods and chattels’ ” 
(more idea here of true proportion). There is again the ‘‘ middle 
period” manner, somewhat after this fashion : ‘‘ Asthe learned judge 
in the course of this case (which was curious and interesting, and af- 
forded a warning to all persons who, &c., &c.) very justly and acutely 
observed, ‘I never in the whole course of a somewhat lengthened 
judicial experience remember to have had before me,’” and so on 
(increased care in detail, and much mellowness of tone in touching 
in the judge). We have at length, this week, reached what we must 
consider a production of the mature period of these Great Masters. 
A finer, riper, or more original piece of work than the headnote 
which prefaced the report in the Zimes of Tuesday of Mr. Justice 
Kay's judgment in James y. Kerr we do not recall. It not only 
skilfully combined several of the earlier styles—intimating, for 
instance, that the judgment was “important ’”’ ; that the case arose 
out of a “curious and interesting branch of the law’ ‘‘ upon which 
comparatively but [sic] few cases have come before the courts,” 
and that it afforded ‘‘a useful warning against persons inter- 
meddling in litigation in which they are not interested ’’—but it 
also embodied a brief report and history of ‘‘ one of the most recent 
cases of interest upon the subject ”"—viz., Bradlaugh v. Newdigate. 
This specimen is truly grand in perspective, but yet not so complete 
as we could wish. Why did the artist stop short at Bradlaugh 
v. Newdigate? There is a fine vista opened up by the old statutes 
as to champerty and maintenance, which might be well closed with 
a babbling brook of or concerning ‘‘ barretry.” But we must 
remember, after all, that the specimen before us is only the first 
example in the new style: there is every reason to expect still 
higher developments—for instance, an account of the Statute 
of Frauds, and of the leading decisions thereon, prefacing the report 
of an action to recover the price of a horse. 





AT THE RECENT MEETING Of the policy-holders in the Sovereign In- 
surance Co. a curious point seems to have been raised—viz., whether 
the shareholders in an insurance company, authorized by a private 
Act of Parliament to purchase its own shares, were liable in 
respect of the unpaid calls on such purchased shares or whether 
the same were merged and extinguished altogether, and the 
capital of the company proportionately diminished, of course 
without the knowledge or consent of the shareholders. Without 
expressing an opinion on the question, in the absence of knowledge 
of the facts, we may point out that it certainly seems that by the 
exercise of such a power (especially if the shares were purchgsed 














at a discount) the company might be conceivably ultimately re- 
duced to a single shareholder, who, according to one view, would 
be liable for only the unpaid calls on his own share or shares, 
whilst, according to the other view (if we understand it aright), 
he would be liable for the unpaid calls on all the shares in the 
company. It remains to be seen whether a simple power to a 
company to purchase its own shares can be so used as to practically 
destroy the liability of the shareholders by diminishing the capital 
to zero. 





THE SUCCESSIVE APPOINTMENTS within a few weeks of two county 
court judges at the respective ages of sixty-five and sixty-seven 
appears (says a correspondent) to indicate an opinion in high 
quarters that the duties of that office are suitable for gentlemen 
who are advanced in life. Three of the present county court 
judges are octogenarians—namely, Judge Incuim, who is eighty, 
and was appointed by Lord Corrennam in 1847 on the passing of 
the first County Courts Act; Judge Bayrey (another of Lord 
CorrenHam’s appointments), who is eighty-five, and Judge 
Wuicnam, who is eighty-one. There are also at least ten 
septuagenarians on the county court bench. On the other hand, 
the judges of the Supreme Court now include, perhaps, less than 
the ordinary average of elderly men. Mr. Justice Manisry has 
just attained the age of eighty ; Mr. Justice Frzxp is seventy-five ; 
and Lord Esurer, Mr. Baron Hvppreston, and Mr. Justice 
Hawkows are each seventy. Of these five judges only the Master 
of the Rolls has served long enough to be entitled to a pension. 








A READING OF THE TRUSTEE ACT, 1888. 
i. 


WE propose to point out, and consider shortly, the nature of the 
amendments which this Act introduces in the law, and the extent 
to which it remedies the harsh doctrines of which trustees have so 
justly complained. ‘We will ask the reader to take the copy of 
the Act we printed last week aud read from it the sections suc- 
cessively referred to. 

Secrion 1.— Short title, extent, and definition.—Observe that 
‘trustee’? includes, for the purposes of the Act, ‘‘ executor or 
administretor.”” The result would seem to be that an executor 
or administrator is empowered to renew renewable leaseholds 
(section 10), and to raise money for the purpose of such renewal 
(section 11). 

The definition of ‘‘ trustee” includes ‘“‘a trustee whose trust 
arises by construction or implication of law, as well as an 
express trustee.” Does this include a trustee de son tort? Ina 
sense, no doubt, his trust may be said to arise by construction or 
implication of law, but we doubt whether a mere trustee de facto 
is, properly speaking, a trustee “‘ by construction or implication of 
law.” Imperfectly-appointed trustees will, we suppose, be “ ex- 
press trustees,’’ and so will trustees de son tort who have executed 
a declaration of trust. 

It may be remarked in passing that the definition of ‘trustee ” 
includes a mortgagee in possession, who is constructively a trustee 
of the rents and profits (see the authorities cited Lewin on Trusts, 
Sth ed., p. 190, note (vy) ). He has now statutory authority for 
insuring buildings (section 7) and renewing renewable leaseholds 
(sections 10 and 11). Payments for these purposes have no doubt 
hitherto been allowed, and the mortgagee will still have to rely 
on the decisions for the allowance of interest on advances made 
by him for these purposes. 

Section 2.— Receipt of money by solicitor as agent.—Sub- 
section (1).—We need hardly recall Bellamy v. Metropolitan 
Board of Works (31 W. R. 900, 24 Ch. D. 387), which caused so 
much inconvenience by laying down the rule that trustees could 
not authorize their solicitor to receive money for them under 
section 56 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. The present section 
provides that a trustee may appoint a solicitor to be his agent to 
receive and give a discharge for any money, &c., receivable by 
such trustee under the trust by permitting such solicitor to have 
the custody of, and to produce, a deed containing any such 
receipt as is referred to in section 56 [that is, a receipt signed “‘ by 
the person entitled to give a receipt for the” consideration money |. 

Pausing here, we may observe that, so far, the section seems 
only to deal with the appointment of the agent. It onables a 
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trustee to appoint an agent for certain purposes, and, in order 
to prevent the necessity for the production by the agent of a 
formal authority, it ingeniously provides that the mode of 
appointment shall be by “permitting” the solicitor-agent to 
‘have the custody of, and to produce,” the deed containing the 
receipt. If we are right in this interpretation, it will be seen that 
the ‘‘ permission” of the trustee is a condition precedent to the 
constitution of the agency. 

The subsequent part of the section provides that ‘‘the pro- 
ducing of any such deed by such solicitor [¢.¢., a solicitor duly 
appointed agent in manner aforesaid } ‘‘ shall have the like validity 
and effect, by virtue of ” section 56 ‘‘as the same would have 
had if the person appointing the solicitor had not been a trustee” 
[i.e. (section 56), it ‘‘shall be sufficient authority to the person 
liable to pay the [consideration money] for his paying the same 
to the solicitor, without the solicitor producing any separate 
or other direction or authority in that behalf from the person 
who executed or signed the deed or receipt” ]. The result appears 
to be that the whole efficacy of the section depends on the valid 


appointment by the trustee of the solicitor as agent, and that | 


the validity of this appointment depends on whether the deed is 
in the custedy of, and produced by, the solicitor with the ‘ per- 
mission ’’ of the trustee. 

It might perhaps have been better if the words of the sec- 
tion had been ‘‘ permitting or suffering” ; but we hardly think 
that the word 
implying active or express permission; the meaning—or at all 
events one meaning—of to “ permit’? is “to suffer without 
authorizing or approving.” But is permission to produce 
the deed to be necessarily inferred from the mere fact that the 
solicitor produces the deed executed by the trustee? Suppose the 
trustee, while leaving the executed deed in the hands of the 


solicitor, has expressly directed him not to produce it for the | 


purpose of giving a discharge, intending himself to attend the 
completion and receive the purchase-money. In such a case, 


could the production of the deed by the solicitor be said to be | 


‘permitted’? by the selieitor? The case is, of course, very 
improbable, but a cautious purchaser from trustees will probably 
require some evidence of the ‘‘ permission” to produce on which 
the constitution of the solicitor’s agency depends. 


Any existing liability of the trustee for permitting the money, | 


&e., to remain in the hands or under the control of the solicitor 
‘for a period longer than is reasonably necessary to enable such 
solicitor to pay or transfer the same to the trustee’ is expressly 
retained. 

The Act does not enable one trustee to receive and give a dis- 
charge for money on behalf of his co-trustees by their direction, and 
Re Flower and Metropolitan Board of Works (32 W. R. 1011, 27 
Ch. D. 592) therefore stands. Query, can a solicitor-trustee, 
employed by his co-trustees as solicitor to the trust, avail himeelf 
of the provision of section 2 (1)? 

Sub-section (2).—This applies the above-mentioned provision in 
similar terms to the appointment by a trustee of a banker or solicitor 
to be his agent to receive and give a discharge for money payable to 
the trustee under a policy of assurance by permitting such banker 
or solicitor to have the custody of and to produce such policy with 
a receipt signed by such trustee ; and there is a similar reservation 
of the liability of the trustee for permitting the money, Xc., to 
remain ‘‘in the hands’’ or under the control of the banker or 
solicitor “‘longer than is reasonably necessary to enable such 
banker or solicitor to pay the same to the trustee.” The banker 
who receives the policy-money will, we presume, be the trustee’s 
banker ; the trustee will therefore probably leave the money “ in 
his hands” until an investment can be found. Will leaving it 
on deposit ‘“‘in the hands” of the banker be payment by the 
banker to the trustee within this sub-section ? 

Sub-section (3).—The above provisions apply only where ‘the 
money, &c., is to be received after the passing of the Act.” 

Section 3.—Depreciatory conditions on sales by trustees.—Sub- 
section (1).—In Dance v. Goldingham (21 W. R. 761, L. R. 8 Ch. 
902) it was held that the court would, at a suit of the ceelui que 
trust, restrain a purchaser from truste:s from completing a sale 
which had been made under a condition calculated to depreciate 
the sale, ‘‘ whether the effect which the condition was calculated 
to produce was or was not produced.” The effect of the present 


“permitting” can be properly construed as— 


sub-section is, that in order to enable a cestut que trust to restrain | 


the completion of the sale, he must prove that the sale was in fact 
depreciated by the use of the condition. 

Sub-section (2).—In Rede y. Oakes (4 De G. J. & 8. 513) Lord 

Justice Turner lays it down that if the purchaser has notice, 
before his purchase is completed, that the sale was made by the 
trustee in such a manner and under such circumstances that the 
cestui que trust ought not to be held bound by it (that is, if the 
conditions were depreciatory), the purchaser’s title would ‘be 
liable to impeachment by the cestuis que trust.’” The present sub- 
section provides that, in order to enable a cestui que trust to 
impeach the purchaser’s title after conveyance, on the ground that 
the conditions were depreciatory, he must shew that the pur- 
chaser ‘‘was acting in collusion with such trustee at the time 
when the contract for such sale was made.” That is, we suppose, 
it must be proved that the trustee, in the case of a sale by auction, 
agreed with the purchaser to insert unnecessary depreciatory con- 
ditions in order to deter other persons from bidding. We do not 
see how, in the case of a sale by private contract, there is room 
for collusion as to the insertion of unnecessarily restrictive condi- 
tions, unless it is supposed that they may be inserted as a pretext 
for a low price; but even if a purchaser pays a low price, he 
‘usually desires to retain the means of ascertaining that he will 
| get a safe title. 

Sub-section (3).—In Dunn v. Flood (33 W. R. 315, 28 Ch. D. 
586) it was held that a purchaser from trustees might object to 
complete on the ground that the conditions of sale were unneces- 
sarily depreciatory, and that specific performance would not be 
enforced against him. Lord Justice Baggallay in that case 
remarked: ‘* I am well aware that it is very much the custom to 
use such wide conditions of sale as these, and an absolute owner is 
fully entitled to do so, but I am sorry to say that it is incident to 
the position of trustees that they are surrounded by pitfalls to 
_which ordinary persons are not exposed.”” This particular pitfall 
is removed by the present sub-section, which provides that ‘no 
purchaser, upon any sale made by a trustee, shall be at liberty to 
make any objection against the title upon the ground aforesaid ”’ 
[that is, ‘‘the ground that any of the conditions subject to which 
the sale was made may have been unnecessarily depreciatory ” |. 

Sub-section (4).—This section is to apply only to sales made after 
the 24th of December last. 

With regard to this section generally, we think that very high 
| praise is due both to the skill with which the requisite protection 
| has been afforded to the trustee-vendor and the purchaser, without 
| infringing on the proper rights of the beneficiaries, and also to 
| the terseness and clearness of the language in which the provision is 

expressed. The great source of the difficulty which has hitherto been 
experienced in framing conditions of sale for trustee-vendors—viz., 
the possibility of the purchaser’s objecting that the conditions are 
depreciatory—is absolutely removed, and, as a reasonable com- 
pensation to the purchaser, he is made practically safe after com- 

| pletion. Caution, however, will still be necessary, especially in 
the present state of the land market, in using depreciatory con- 
| ditions on sales by trustees, for, if a low price is realized on a sale, 
a beneficiary may still intervene and cause heavy costs to the 
trustee. 

Secrion (4).—Loans by trustees.—Sub-section (1).—In Fry v. 
Tapson (33 W. R. 113) the following rules as to mortgage in- 
| vestments by trustees were laid down or re-affirmed by Mr. Justice 
| Kay:—(1) The valuer employed by the trustees must be a 
| surveyor having local knowledge; (2) he must be selected by the 

trustees and not by their solicitor; (3) he must not be recom- 
mended or employed by the other side. And in the same case the 
| learned judge took reason to re-affirm the rule (4) that the 
| amount to be advanced by trustees must not exceed half the value of 
| a security consisting of buildings. Whiteley v. Learoyd (36 W. QR. 
721, 12 App. Cas. 727) added the further rule (5) that the valuer 
, must not content himself with stating that the property is a good 
security for the sum proposed to be advanced, but must state all 
details bearing on its value as a security; and the trustee 
must exercise such an independent judgment on the report as an 
ordinarily prudent man of business would exercise when lending 
his own money. 

The present sub-section provides, in effect, that a trustee-mort- 
gagee shall not be liable by reason only of the proportion borne by 
the loan to the then value of the mortgaged property (whatever may 
be the tenure of such property, and ‘‘ whether agricultural or housa 
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or other property”’) provided “it shall appear to the court” that 
the following conditions were observed: (1) that in making the 
loan ‘‘ the trustee was acting upon a report as to the value of the 
property made by a person whom the trustee reasonably believed 
to be an able practical surveyor or valuer, instructed and employed 
independently of any owner of the [mortgaged] property, whether 
such surveyor or valuer carried on business in the locality where 
the property is situate or elsewhere” ; (2) that ‘‘ the amount of the 
loan does not exceed two equal third parts of the value of the pro- 
perty as stated in such report” ; and (3) that ‘‘ the loan was made 
under the advice of such surveyor or valuer expressed in such re- 
ort.” 

It will be observed that the rule requiring the valuer to be 
selected by the trustees and not by their solicitor is not abrogated, 
and is indeed apparently confirmed, by the requirement that it must 
appear to the court that the valuer was reasonably believed by the 
trustees to be an able, practical surveyor. Mr. Justice Kay, at all 
events, will not be persuaded that trustees ought to “ reasonably 
believe” anything on the testimony of their solicitor. The rule 
that the valuer must not be recommended or employed by the other 
side is expressly confirmed. But the rules as to the employment 
of a local valuer, and as to not more than one-half the value being 
advanced on buildings, are abrogated. It would also seem that 
the rule in Whiteley v. Learoyd is largely qualified. It does not 
eeem to be necessary now for the valuer to do more than state in 
his report the value of the property, and that: he considers the pro- 
perty a good security for two-thirds of such value, and advises an 
advance to that extent to be made on mortgage of the property. 
It does not seem to be necessary for the trustee to exercise any 
independent judgment on the report. 

So far, therefore, as regards the value of the security, all the 
precautions which now appear to be necessary for the security of 
trustees (the section, as we shall hereafter point out, applies (sub- 
section (4) to ‘“‘investments’’ made either before or after the Act), 
are the following :— 

(1) The trustees must select the surveyor, and must have some 
reasonable ground for a belief that he is an ‘‘able, practical 
surveyor.” 

(2) The surveyor must not be instructed or employed by the 
mortgagor, and should not be recommended by him or his 
solicitor. 

(3) The surveyor must state in his report the value of the 
property, in order that the amount to be advanced may be 
ascertained. He must also state the amount which may be safely 
advanced, and must expressly advise that such amount be 
advanced. 

(4) The trustee must not advance more than two-thirds of the 
value of the property as stated in the surveyor’s report, and must 
carefully adopt and insist on any precautions which may be 
advised in the report. In order to be safe he must in fact “ act” 
absolutely on the report. 











THE RIGHT TO VOTE IN MORE THAN ONE 
DIVISION IN THE ELECTION OF THE COUNTY 
COUNCIL. 


A very pretty controversy has arisen as to the right of an 
elector who is on the register in two or more divisions of the 
metropolis to vote in more than one division in the election of the 
county council. The discussion has been carried on with some 
spirit in the columns of the Standard, where it began with a letter 
by Mr. Epwin Fresurrerp warning electors who wished to vote in 
the City of London that they would invalidate their votes if they 
previously voted anywhere else. This provoked a reply from “ A 
London Solicitor,” who controverted Mr. Fresurietp’s views on the 
ground that the Local Government Act, 1888, provides that “ for 
non-administrative purposes the county of the City of London shall 
continue a separate county’; while other correspondents raise the 
wider question as to whether there is any check at all upon voting 
in more than one district of the county of London. Mr. Fresu- 
FIELD has now strategically retired behind the “opinion of 
counsel,” but the dispute is carried on with vigour by various other 
correspondents. The wider question involved in the controvery is 
certainly sufficiently difficult to account for any difference of 
opinion which may arise upon it. 





The arguments of those who, with Sir Tomas Cawners, 
think that the right of voting is confined to one district 
appear to be, shortly stated, as follows:—The right of voting 
depends upon sections 2 and 75 of the Local Government 
Act. The first of these provides that ‘‘the council of a county 
and the members thereof shall be constituted and elected ‘ 
as the council of a borough divided into wards, subject neverthe- 
less to the provisions of this Act, and in particular to the follow- 
ing provisions.” The only parts of the ‘‘ following provisions” 
contained in the same section which appear to be material are sub- 
section (2) (e), ‘‘ the divisions of the county for the purpose of the 
election of county councillors shall be called electoral divisions and 
not wards,” and sub-section (4), ‘‘ the persons entitled to vote at the 
election shall be [elsewhere than in a borough] the persons regis- 
tered as county electors under the County Electors Act, 1888.” 
To understand this provision we have, therefore, to turn to the 
County Electors Act, which provides (section 2) that for the pur- 
pose of the election of county authorities the qualification of sec- 
tion 9 of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, shall extend to 
every part of a county not within a borough, and a person possessing 
in any part of a county outside the limits of a borough such bur- 
gess qualification, shall be entitled to be registered under that Act’ 
as a county elector in the parish in which the qualifying property 
is situate; and sections 9, 31, 33, and 63 of the Act of 1882 are 
also extended to so much of a county as is not comprised in a 
borough. Section 7 then provides for the preparation of the roll of 
county electors, and by sub-section (4) it is provided ‘‘ that nothing 
in this section shall prevent a county elector from being registered 
in more than one division register”; and by sub-section (5), 
“Where, in pursuance of section 4 of the Registration Act, 
1885, the revising barrister has power to erase the name 
of any person as a parliamentary voter from division one of 
the occupiers’ list, such barrister, in lieu of erasing the name, 
shall place an asterisk against it; and a person against whose 
name such asterisk is placed’’ shall have the same right of voting 
at an election of a county authority as he would have if no such 
mark were placed against his name. Then, to return to the Local 
Government Act, section 75 enacts that, for the purpose of the 
Act with respect to county councils, &c., ‘‘and otherwise for 
the purpose of carrying this Act into effect,” parts 2, 3, 4, and 
certain other sections and schedules of the Municipal Corporations 
Act, 1882, shall, so far as the same are unrepealed and consistent 
with the provisions of that Act, apply as if therein re-enacted, in 
such terms and with such modifications as are necessary to make 
them spplicable to the councils, &c., and to the other provisions of 
that Act. Now the supporters of the view entertained by Sir 
Tuomas Cuamuers assert that in reading part 3 of the Act of 1882 
into the Local Government Act the word ‘‘ ward” is to be changed 
into “electoral division,” and, therefore, that section 51 of the 
Act of 1882 provides expressly that ‘‘no person shall vote in 
more than one electoral division,’’ and that this express provi- 
sion, therefore, overrides any implied power to vote in more than 
one division which might appear to arise from the above-mentioned 
sections of the County Electors Act, which are really only in- 
tended to confer an alternative right to vote in any one of two or 
more divisions. 

At first sight this view appears sufficiently plausible, and gains 
additional force from the words at the end of section 2 of the Local 
Government Act, which provide that the divisions of a county are to 
be ‘‘ called electoral divisions, and not wards,” as though such divi- 
sions necessarily partook of the nature of wards. But there are 
very serious grounds for doubting whether this interpretation is 
the right one. In the first place, the word “ ward’ is used in its 
proper signification in sections 54, 55, and 57: the Act thus 
recognizing the distinction between a ward, as part of a muni- 
cipal borough, and an electoral division, as part of a county; 
and, in addition to this, there appears to be no inherent 
necessity for making this change in the wording of part 3 of 
the Act of 1882, as applied, for, if the change is not made, 
then the express provisions in that part relating to wards 
would still continue applicable to the wards of municipal 
boroughs, and would properly for that purpose be incorporated 
in the Act. It must also be borne in mind that the pro- 
vision in section 51 of the Act of 1882 is supplementary to the 
provision in section 45 (6), that a burgess shall not be enrolled 
in more than one ward roll. Now, as regards county districts, this 
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provision is clearly inapplicable, so that, if the enactment of section 
51 applies, an entirely new condition of affairs is introduced— 
namely, one in which a person may be entered as an elector on 
several different rolls and yet be only entitled to vote in respect 
of one such entry. The anomaly arising from bye-elections, and 
the special considerations arising from sections 51 (2) and 57 (3) 
of the Local Government Act would all appear to point to an 
opposite conclusion to that come to by the Recorder. 

The question, it must be admitted, however, is involved in 
much obscurity, and it will be interesting to observe whether 
any future proceedings will tend to clear this up. Should 
the learned Recorder have taken a wrong view of the Act, how- 
ever, it would seem that all the elections held on Thursday in the 
county of London would probably be void. The ‘“‘ threatening 
notice’ which he has caused to be placed outside the different 
polling stations would clearly then be of a nature to prevent the 
due holding of the election, as it would tend to prevent persons 
from voting who might lawfully do so. Fortunately, recent de- 
cisions appear to shew that the returning officer is not personally 
liable for an action for wrongfully refusing to take a vote when he 
acts bond fide, though at one time the opposite view was held. 








THE NEW RULES OF THE LAND REGISTRY. 
II. 

3. The description of the land (continued).—It will be seen from the 
short account of the ordnance maps at the beginning of the year 
1888, given at the close of our last article, which also requires to 
be supplemented by an account of ithe work of the last twelve 
months (not yet published in a form suitable for ready reference), 
that there is no lack of good maps upon which to make plans for 
registration purposes, for, even where the ordnance map is out of 
date as to new roads and inclosures, it is so accurately laid down as 
to the old landmarks that the insertion of modern particulars is a 
matter of perfect ease. It is also pretty generally known that nearly 
all maps prepared for public and private purposes are now based upon 
the ordnance survey as a matter of course. 

With this material to proceed upon, the only question arising is, 
by what means or agency will the making or checking of maps for 
registration purposes be best effected? The new rule on this subject 
—6 (a)—appears to have been purposely drawn in the widest possible 
terms; it runs thus: ‘‘ All maps furnished for registration shall, at 
the applicant’s expense, be made or approved by an officer of the 
registry, or by such persons as the registrar shall authorize for that 
purpose.” We understand that, in the first instance, the making and 
approving of maps will be exclusively carried on by officers of the 
Ordnance Survey itself, subject to a power to authorize local sur- 
veyors in places not readily accessible from the central or local offices 
of that department. The headquarters of the Ordnance Survey Office 
are at Southampton, and are under the personal superintendence of 
Sir Charles Wilson, K.C.B., the Director-General. The office was 
originally located in the Tower of London, but was removed to 
Southampton after a fire early in the present century, the reason for 
the removal apparently being that there was at Southampton a large 
cavalry barracks standing vacant at the moment. Branch offices are 
established in several of the chief towns (London among the number), 
and, owing to the cheap military rates at which ordnance officers 
travel, a visit to the land (where necessary) will, it is thought, seldom 
amount to the charges of a local surveyor. 

The arrangements are not yet quite completed, when they are we 
shall revert to the sulject, but in the meantime it may suffice to 
state in outline the course usually intended to be pursued. The 
applicant will send the best description he has by him—deed, copy 
or tracing, sale plan, verbal description, &c.—to the headquarters, 
or the nearest local branch, of the Ordnance Survey Department, 
requesting a map for registration purposes. In most instances the 
materials thus furnished will suffice; in some cases correspondence 
will ensue; in a few it will be necessary to visit the land. The 
sheet of the map and the work done upon it will be charged for at 
the lowest prices, and when payment is made the map will be 
returned to the applicant. 

Verbal descriptions and acreages are not necessary, but if given 
they will have to be checked by the ordnance officer to see that they 
are not inconsistent with the map. A tracing for the land certificate 
will also be furnished (if desired) by the Ordnance Department along 
with the map. 

On the general question of boundaries under Registration Acts a 
good deal has been said and written already (see an article on the 
subject in 31 Soticrrors’ JouRNAL, p. 589). Under the Act of 1862 
the boundaries were guaranteed, but as this involved an inspection 
and notices to neighbours it was found, or at least alleged, to lead to 








much needless expense and quarrelling, Therefore, in the 1875 Act 
it was determined to cut the difficulty by saying (section 83 (5) ) 
that the description should ‘‘ not be conclusive as to the boundaries 
or extent of the registered land,” and it was at the same time 
arranged (rule 3, 1875) that a tracing from a ‘public map” (defined 
tule 50, 1875), signed by the applicant, should suffice for purposes of 
description. These tracings have (as a rule) been made by the Land 
Office, and are not checked in any way by reference to the ground, 
and are even (it is said) in some instances known to be imperfect 
even when issued; but, the rules admitting of no departure from 
the prescribed public map in cases where that map was wrong or 
out of date, it was necessary to make the best of it, and to rely on 
the boundaries not being ‘‘ conclusive.” Further, if a verbal 
description was given, there was no officer appointed to the registry 
competent to check it with the map; which led to the necessary 
adoption of the following very awkward formula in the ‘ Parcels 
Register” in all cases where a verbal description was given :—‘‘ The 
freehold land hereinafter particularly described, or so much thereof as 
is comprised in and edged with red on the filed extract, No. —, from 
the public map of the locality of the land—that is to say,” &c., &e. 
These arrangements were unsatisfactory in more ways than one. 
When the tracing system was first started there appears to have 
been some idea that the tracings would be bound up into books—see 
rule 2, 1875, as to stitching margins—but this was found impractic- 
able, and this being so, the superiority of paper sheets for registered 
maps is incontestable. For (1) they are actually cheaper to procure 
in the first instance; (2) they can be subsequently marked with parts 
sold; and (3) they wear better and keep safer. Now, also, by 
having competent draftsmen to check the verbal descriptions, the 
registry has been enabled to adopt a new and unhesitating formula 
for the Parcels Register (see form 2). 

How the question, What is a boundary? will ultimately be deter- 
mined it is impossible to say ; difficult cases may easily arise—e.g., a 
large estate is registered with absolute title, bounded by a road, and 
including it. Is the road in or out of the guarantee? Probably the 
answer would be that it is out of it. Then suppose the road alone to 
be sold off, so that it forms a separate title. Here we should have a 
piece of land professedly registered with ‘‘ absolute title,” to no part of 
which would the title be really conclusive. It is felt that in view of 
the regulations of the Land Transfer Bill as to ‘‘ confirmation ” of 
title and boundaries, it is necessary to take a certain amount of care 
in obtaining a truthful description—a correct picture—of the land 
registered in every instance, notwithstanding that the title applied 
for be often only possessory, and notwithstanding the provision that 
boundaries shall not be conclusive. 

One final objection, occasionally heard against the use of the 
ordnance map, deserves mention. It is said that that map does not 
define properties, it only notes physical features, such as walls, hedges, 
ditches, banks, &c , which, as lawyers know, are very seldom the 
exact boundaries of properties. The reply to this is that the ‘‘ centre 
of hedge,” ‘‘ face of fence,” ‘‘four feet from face of wall,” &c., &c., 
which constitutes the true boundary is very easily indicated on the 
deposited map of the estate, either in full or by the use of well- 
known conventional signs, and, further, that even where such notes 
are not inserted, unless the map is on a very large scale indeed, the 
worst that can be said of it is that it does not shew these distinctions, 
in which case it is no worse than the verbal descriptions, ‘‘all that 
close or parcel of land” and the like, against which, because we are 
accustomed to them, we never raise any objection whatever. 

4. Possessory, qualified, and absolute titles.—It is not quite clear 
which of these should be treated of first: possessory title, which is 
the easiest to obtain, or absolute title, which is the best when 
obtained. Perhaps possessory title will be best to begin with, as the 
new rules seem to have been specially directed to this. 

First of all it should iechavel that the Act (sections 11—16) 
makes no provision for registering leasehold land with any but an 
absolute title to the leasehold interest (see especially section 12), 
consequently applications for possessory title will be confined to /rce- 
holds. 

The word “‘ possessory” is an unfortunate name for these titles— 
people constantly imagine it means a title acquired by possession. In 
fact it means a title which has not been inquired into by the office pre- 
viously to registration, the idea being that by lapse of time such 
titles would, by consent of purchasers, gradually come to be accepted 
without inquiry into their pre-registration epoch. The name 
“« possessory ” seems to have been adopted from a feeling that only 
persons in possession would be authorized to apply for them, and this 
is carried out by the rules requiring an affidavit to the effect that the 
applicant is in possession or in receipt of the rents and profits. 
Still, even as thus explained, the name is very unsatisfactory, for it 
relates merely to the nature of the evidence aa jpeg before regisira- 
tion, not to the nature of the title registere , a8 in the case of its 
companions “ absolute’’ and ‘‘ qualified.” P 

Only four things are required of an applicant for possessory regis- 
tration—namely, 

1, A map of the land. 
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2. A double folio, written on a special sheet supplied by the office 
containing on one side a description of the land, and on the other the 
name and address of the proposed proprietor, written in a particular 
place in a ruled column. 

3. A statutory declaration in support of his claim. 

4. The last document of title in his possession or under his control. 

Tie map of the land will have been prepared by the ordnance 
ofticer quite independently of the application, and will consist of the 
ordnance sheet or sheets on a suitable scale, with a red line drawn 
round the outer edge of the land. 

The double folio is a special feature of the present rules. It will 
consist of parchment or special paper issued for the purpose, and 
will, as soon as the application is completed, be filed in the office, and 


ultimately be bound up into a book, which book will itself form the | 


register. On the parcels side there will be room left, after the 


description of the land, for the entry of portions sold off, and on the | 


title side there will be three columns. In the first column the pro- 
prietor’s nzme and address will be entered by himself, and all subse- 
quent transfers of the whole of the land will be registered by engross- 
ing the name, &c., of the new proprietor and cancelling the old. 
In the second column will be references to various matters. First, 
a reference to the file (if any) where incumbrances previous to 
registration are specified. Then notes of all pending applications 
(if any) affecting the land—charges, transfers, cautions, &c., &c.—will 
be noted and retaine] as long as they affect the land. The third 
column will be used for observations. When 50 or 100 of these folios 
have been filed they will be bound together so as to form a volume, 
the backs of the several pages forming spare pages for carrying over 
titles whose entries exceed the single page. 

The statutory declaration may be made in either of three forms—({a) 
stating that the land is free from incumbrances; (b) making no 
statement as to incumbrances; (c) specifying the incumbrances to 
which the land is subject. It is considered that where a well-known 
landowner is laying out an estate for sale in plots, this declaration— 
which must be made by the landowner himself—will frequently be 
found a sufficient ‘‘ proof of title” for purchasers in the neighbour- 
hood, and thus a title absolute for all practical purposes will be 
obtained at very little cost. 

The last title deed is required in compliance with section 72 of the 
Act, which forbids registration until the registrar has stamped such 
documents of title as will, in his opinion, give notice to any pur- 
chaser of the fact of registration, or has been satistied that the 
registration cannot be concealed from a purchaser. This latter alter- 
native, if construed strictly, would be no alternative at all, but the 
necessity of providing some means for registering land where there 
are no title deeds has caused the registrar tc be satisfied with an 
advertisement announcing the fact. When the map index (which 
will be open to public inspection) is completed, it may, perhaps, be 
submitted that the marking of the land upon it will—owing to its 
publicity—be held a sufficient compliance with the above regulation. 

Forms will be issued, we understand, whereby applicants will be 
enabled to draft and engro:s their own Jand certificates and to leave 
them with the other papers; this will save time, as they will then 
only require examination in the office instead of having to wait until 
the office stationer has time to engross them. This will be treated of 
later, under the head of land certificates generally. 

Passing now from the means of registering a possessory title to the end 
thereby attained, and considering the best occasion for making application 
therefor, it seems obvious that the proper time to make application is 
on the occasion of completing a purchase. If done at this moment 
the expense and trouble ought to amount to very little. A deed of 
conveyance will be advisable (although registration has the effect 
of vesting a legal estate—see sections 7 and 8 of the Act)in order to 
procure covenants for title ; but no plan need (or should) be made on 
the conveyance, the registered map taking its place. In these cases 
it will be easy, too, to specify the incumbrances, as they will have 
been recently discovered in the examination of the vendor's title, and 
they should accordingly be set out in the applicant’s declaration. 
The rules permit the applicant to apply in person; but there is 
nothing to prevent his solicitor conducting the business, and doubt- 
less most such applications will be made in this manner. 

In such case the soliciter is entitled to make the extra charges set 
forth in part 2 of schedule 2 to the rules, ranging from a minimum 
of two to a maximum of sixty guineas, according to the value of the 
lend, not including money out of pocket. In the very common case 
of a purchase by a man in middle life for residential purposes, there 
is a very considerable probability that, if he registers with possessory 
title at once, he will live to find his title practically marketable, or 
very easily registrable as absolute. 

We understand that it is intended to issue numerous forms adapted 
to a variety of possible cases, including trustees, tenants for life, and 
purchasers, together with detailed instructions for conducting appli- 
cations in a convenient manner. Should the Land Transfer Bil! ever 


become law it would appear that registration with possessory title ; 


made under the present Act will fulfil all the requirements of com- 
pulsory registration under such enactment, 


REVIEWS. 
LONDON GOVERNMENT. 


| LonpoN GOVERNMENT UNDER THE LocaL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888, 
By J. F. B. Firru, LL.B., M.P., and Epcar R. Srupsoy, LL.M., 
M.A., Barristers-at-Law. Knight & Co. 


In this work Mr. Firth has given up for the time the task of re- 
| forming the government of London, and has undertaken the more 
| immediately profitable one of shewing what that government will be 
under the Council which has just been elected. In so doing he and 
| his co-worker, Mr. Simpson, have spared no labour or pains to insure 
success, and the volume which they have produced will be in- 
| dispensable to all who are interested in the question. The Local 
Government Act, 1888—in itself by no means an easy statute to 
| master—deals in a special manner with the metropolis, and it is 
therefore very important to have a clear statement of what its effect 
upon the government of London is. For this purpose Messrs. Firth 
and Simpson commence with an account of the constitution, proceed- 
ings, and work of the new Council. This forms Part I. of the book. 
Part II. contains the Local Government Act itself and other allied 
Acts, with explanatory notes. And at the end are various appendices 
giving further statutes of importance as well as much miscellaneous 
information. The autuors have recognized that the chief task im- 
posed upon the new Council 1s to take up the duties of the Metro- 
politan Board of Works, and a useful feature of the book lies ia 
the care they have taken to explain what the board has done in the 
past, and also its present position and financial responsibilities. 
The portion to which attention will first be given is the introduc- 
| tory part which we have just described, and upon a few of the chap- 
ters in this it may be interesting to touch. Upon the general 
constitution of the Council, its election, and its proceedings, there is 
| not much to be said. A clear statement is all that is required, and 
| this is given. Upon the one doubtful point, as to whether women are 
| eligible for election (p. 7), no opinion is ventured, but attention is 
| drawn to the nice distinction drawn in [lintham v. Roxburgh (17 
| Q. B. D. 44) between “right to vote” and “qualification to elect.” 
|The former has been conferred on women; if they have the latter 
|also, then they are qualified to be elected as well. Simple as the 
| question seems, it depends upon the special wording of the statutes, 
| and there has been hitherto no decision. Possibly the present election 
| will give rise to one. Chapter IV. ison finance. The accounts of which 
{the new Council will have control consists of the Exchequer 
Contribution Account and the general and special county accounts. 
As to the first of these, estimates are given of its probable amount, 
| both in respect of lecal taxation licences and of share of probate 
|duty. These come to £855,256, and out of this various sums 
| amounting to nearly £600,000 have, in the first instance, to be paid, 
| including about £455,000 for the Metropolitan police. The surplus 
| will go into the general county account. One very useful section 
| of the chapter relates to the borrowing powers of the Council. In 
| these respects the provisions of the Local Government Act with 
| regard to county councils generally do not apply, but the Council 
takes over instead the powers of the Metropolitan Board of Works. 
An account of these is therefore given, and of the use which has been 
made of them. The amount of metropolitan stock is now about 
| £27,000,000, but of this sum the board has lent over eight millions 








to different local authorities. The interest on it is provided by the 
| consolidated loans fund, and on page 28 a table is given of the receipts 
| and expenditure in connection therewith. These details will serve to 
| shew the practical character of the book. 
| Another chapter of great importance is the fifth, on the Powers 
of the Council. The new powers, now for the first time conferred 
on any public body, are very few, though they include a power to 
| oppose Bills in Parliament in the interest of inhabitants generally. 
| Eis has been done occasionally by the Metropolitan Board of 
| Works, but only by virtue of special clauses in the annual money 
| Bi Of the transferred powers, some come from the county 
| authorities and others, but the great majority from the Board of 
| Works. An admirable statement of these will be found on pp. 37— 
| 58. This gives by no means a bare list of the powers in question, 
| but in connection with each we have an account of the way in 
which it has been exercised. As examples we may refer to the 
manner in which Messrs, Firth and Simpson deal with the disposal 
of sewage (p. 39), the fire brigade (p. 40), and the preservation of 
commons (p. +2). The defects of the board’s powers with regard to 
theatres are pointed out (p. 50), and also the efforts which it has 
made to obtain control of the water supply. The remaining-chapters 
are taken up with the proceedings of the provisional council, and 
with the judicial arrangements of the new county of London. In 
connection with the former a scheme is suggested for the appoint- 
ment of committees, and for the distribution of the work of the 
Council among them. 

The subject having been thus generally dealt with in Part I., Part 
II. opens with the text of the Local Government Act, and the same 
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plan is pursued for fixing attention upon such parts as relate speci- 
ally to the metropolis. Considerable parts, indeed, do not affect 
the metropolis at all. These are carefully selected, and enclosed 
by conspicuous brackets. At the foot of each page are copious notes 
containing references to the very numerous statutes which must be 
read in connection with the Act, and practical information of various 
kinds. Detailed comment would here be out of place, but the reader 
can see at a glance the care which has been taken to execute 
this part of the work with fulness and accuracy. In the next place 
come those parts of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, which have 
been incorporated with the Local Government Act, 1888, and the 
authors have undertaken the difficult task of inserting in italics the 
verbal alterations necessary to apply it to its new subject-matter. 


This is a somewhat intricate business, but it seems to have been | 


fairly successfully accomplished. 

The Appendices contain all the Acts to which London County 
Councillors will have occasion to refer, and also other matters of im- 
portance. Among these we may notice Appendix I1., Table III. (pp. 
342—352), which contains a summary of the Acts conferring powers 
on the Metropolitan Board of Works; and Tables V.—VII., which 
give the accounts of the board for the year ending 31st December, 
1887. 

We have now said enongh to shew the design and the character of 
the work, which we can confidently recommend to our readers. 





CORRESPONDENCE. 


ORDERS APPOINTING TRUSTEES FOR THE 
THE SETTLED LAND ACT, 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—We recently disputed the necessity of stamping orders made 
under section 33 of this Act, appointing trustees for the purposes of 
the Act, with the Inland Revenue stamp of 10s., and as we believe 
all the registrars require similar orders to be so stamped, we have had 
anorder adjudicated upon by the Inland Revenue authorities, who 
have decided that our contention is correct, and the 10s. duty payable 
— section 37 of the Stamp Act, 1870, does not apply to such 
orders. 

As the decision affects a great number of orders, we shall be obliged 
by your inserting this in your next issue. 

11, New-inn, Strand, W.C. GRIFFINHOOFE & BREWSTER. 

{Our correspondents’ information is very important, as there must 
have been scores of the orders to which he refers which have been 
stamped. On inquiry of the Chancery registrars, we are informed 
that no notification has been received by them from Somerset House 
suggesting any alteration in their practice.—Ep. S, J.] 


PURPOSES OF 


ENGLISH SOLICITOR’S RIGHT OF HEARING IN IRELAND, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors Journal. } 


Sir,—With reference to the case upon the above subject, and your 
remarks thereon contained in last week’s issue, I may say that some 
time ago a friend of mine, a solicitor’s apprentice in Ireland, who had 
almost completed the term of his articles there, was desirous of trans- 
ferring to England, and requested me to make some inquiries as to 
the course to be adopted ; upon doing so at the office of the Incor- 
porated Law Society in Chancery-lane, I was astonished to find that 
there was no reciprocity whatever between that and the kindred 
society in Ireland, and that it would be necessary for my friend to go 
through the whole term of apprenticeship and take the full curriculum 
in England, which, of course, was quite out of the question, and had 
to be abandoned, involving, asit did, a loss, not only of a considerable 
amount of money for stamp duty and other fees already paid in Ire- 
land, but also about four years of his time, and, for various reasons, 
was a great hardship to him. 

I think this is the only profession in which such an anomalous 
state of things exists, and for which, as you very rightly observe, 
there is no apparent reason. 

I cannot understand why the principle that runs through universities 
and other similar institutions, by which a member of an English 
university can become a member of an Irish university, being allowed 
credit for all the terms and examinations he may have kept there, 
and vice v rsd, should not be recognized and acted upon by the 
Incorporated Law Societies of England and Ireland. 

Now that the subject has been ventilated in your columns, I think 
some steps should be taken, such as you suggest, to abolish the pre- 
sent system, and facilitate the means of transfer between the two 
countries, R. J. DRAKE, 

1, Garden-court, Temple, Jan, 14, 


JUDGES AS DIRECTORS OF COMPANIES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Another aspect of the question as to judges occupying seats 
at the boards of direction of public companies, to which you allude 
in your issue of the 5th inst., is suggested by the reflection that it is 
within the bounds of possibility for a case to come on for hearing in 
the Chancery Division which not one member of its present bench, 
| if objected to on the score of personal interest, could try. 

I believe I am correct in stating that every judge of the Chancery 
Division is a director of some (generally legal) insurance company 
| and I have in memory a case in which at least six insurance com 
| panies were interes The dilemma is, therefore, not impossible. 
| It occurred to me the other day, when concerned in a case to which 
| an insurance company of which a certain chancery judge is a director 
| was a party, and which happened to come before him, that there was 
a certain impropriety in his trying the case. To have taken the 
objection would, however, have been invidious, and possibly captious. 
an. 15. Xx. 





OATHS ACCORDING TO THE SCOTCH FORM, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—By the Oaths Act, 1888, it is enacted that if 7 pame to 
| whom an oath is administered desires to swear with uplifted hand, in 
| the form and manner in which an oath is usually administered in 

Scotland, he shall be permitted so to do, and the oath shall be admin- 
| istered to him in such form and manner without further question. 

I understand that the form and manner of administering a judicial 
| oath in Scotland is this—the witness stands, and with his right hand 
| held up, repeats after the judge these words :—‘‘ I swear by Almighty 
| God, and as I shall answer to God at the great Day of Judgment, that 
I will tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth in so 
far as I know or as the same shall be asked of me.” 

I shall be glad to be informed what is the ‘‘form and manner” of 
administering such an oath to an affidavit. A SUBSCRIBER. 











CASES OF THE WEEK.* 
Court of Appeal, 


LEEDS AND LIVERPOOL NAVIGATION CO. ». HORSFALL—No., 1, 12th 
January. 


Practice—Intertm INsuNcTION. 


This was an sppeal from the decision of Huddleston, B , sitting (by 
consent) as a divisional court. The action was brought for trespass on 
certain lands and a reservoir belonging to the plaintiff company at Foul- 
ridge, near Colne, in Lancashire, by the canal company and one Carr, 
who claimed to be a tenant from the company of the sporting « .d fishing 
rights over the reservoir and its banks. The defendant set up a title to 
these rights under a lease, dated February 2, 1885, granted to him by 
Colonel Clayton, in whose family the fishing and sporting rights were 
alleged to have been for some forty years. Charles, J., at chambers, 
granted an injunction restraining the defendant from exercising any of 
these rights until the trial, and this order was upheld by Huddleston, B., 
sitting as a divisional “~ ne J., having been obliged to retire. 
The defendant a led, an 

Tus Court ak fo, M.R., and Fry, L.J.) allowed the appeal. 
Lord Esuer, M.R., said that it was clear from the facts that the defend- 
ant was in possession of the rights in question when the action was 
brought. The effect of the injunction was to put him out of possession 
until the trial, while it put Carr into possession. The power of common 
law judges to grant interwm injunctions was given to them by the Judica- 
ture Act, 1873, but their power ws no larger than that which was 
formerly exercised by the equity judges alone. Kindersley, V.C., than 
whom there had been no greater master of equity law and practice, had 
said in the case of Lowndes — a o. J. Ch. 451) : t — 2 
defendant was in possession, and a plaintiff claiming ssion soug 
restrain him from doing me which, if the plaintiff had been in possession, 
would have amounted to trespasses, the court would not grant an inderim 
injunction to restrain the defendant unless the acts complained of 
amounted to such flagrant instances of spoliation as to justify the court 
in departing from its general rule. This case came exactly within the 
principle there laid down. He would venture to say that judges of the 
Queen’s Bench Division ought to be very careful to see that such injunc- 
tions were not granted too easily. They ought to examine closely the 
rules which had guided the old Court of Chancery with regard to the 
granting of such injunctions, and to be sure that each particular case 
came witbin those rules before granting the injunction. Fry, L.J., con- 
curred. It might be possible to i ine a case where a defendant in 

ssion would be rightly put out of possession by an inéerwm injunction, 
ut there was no such case in any of the reports.—Oounsai, @. £. Lyon; 


* These cases ane specially reported for the SoLicrrons’ JOURNAL by barristers 
| eppointed in the different courts. 
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Bigham, Q.C., and Smyly. 
man, for Carr & Sons, Colne. 


Souicrtors, Crewe ; Shaw, Tremeliin, & Kirk- 


ESDAILE +. PAYNE—No. 2, 


PracticE—ExtTension or Time vor AppeaALInc—Sperciat CrrcuMsTaNces— 
ReversaL or Decision or Court or ArpgEAL BY Hovse or Lorps— 


k. 8. C., LVIUT., 15. 
In this case (ante, p. 107) the court gave leave to one of the defendants 


llth January. 





t> appeal against a decision of Kay, J., notwithstanding the expiration of | 


tie time limited by the rules for so doing, on the ground that that 
decision (afterwards affirmed by the Court of Appeal on the appeal of 
other defendants) had been since reversed by the House of Lords. To- 
day, on the application of the plaintiff upon fresh evidence, 

Tue Covrt (Cotron, Linpiey, and Lorsgs, L.JJ.) directed that, the 
order not having been yet drawn up, the application for leave to appeal 
should be reheard.—Covnser, Ashton Cross ; Maclean, Q.C., and H. B. 
Howard. Souscrrors, Rhodes & Son; Winter & Co. 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
JAMES ». KERR—Kay, J., 14th January. 


CHAMPERTY—MAINTENANCE—AGREEMENT TO ADVANCE Mongy ror Costs 
or Penpinc LITIGATION TO RE CARRIED ON BY Sprcirirep SoLiiciror— 
MortGace or Prorerry tHe Sunsect or THe Lit1catrion—Bonvs to 
MortGacer—Co._iaTERAL ADVANTAGE—UNCONSCIONABLE BARGAIN, 

The defendants advanced money to the plaintiff, who was in poor cir- 

cumstances, on the security of a deed, which recited that the latter was a 

party to an action in the Probate Court, and that further proceedings were, 


| of the impossibility] not broken.’’ 
| in Leake on Contracts, at p 852. 





or might be, necessary to ascertain his rights in the estate of one Morgan, | 


deceased, and that the detendants had agreed to advance £60 to him and 
make further advances; and witnessed that it was agreed that the plain- 
tiff should give a promissory note for the £60, and pay interest at five per 
cent. ; that he should employ as his solicitor in the action a person 
named, aud not remove him without the consent of the defendants; that 
the advances were not to be called in for two years if the interest was 


the same thing as omission to pay. It was argued that a debtor was 
bound to find his creditor and pay him. But that rule had no application 
where a particular place was appointed for the payment of the debt. In 
Sheppard’s Touchstone (p. 136) it was said :—‘‘ In cases where a place is set 
down for the doing of the thing contained in the condition, then it must 
always be done at that place, unless by some agreement, made between 
the parties afterwards, another place be appvinted ; otherwise the condi- 
tion is not performed, and the parties are not bound to attend in any 
other place. But in cases where there is no place set down for the doing 
of the thing contained in the condition, if the thing to be done be a 
corporal service, as to pay money, or any such like thing, the party that 
is to do it (the act) must, at his peril, seek out the person to whom it is 
to be done if he be intra regnum Anglice ; but if he be not within the 
kingdom he is not bound to seek him, and yet the condition is [by reason 

The law was stated in the same way 
In the present case, in his lordship’s 
opinion, a place was appointed for the payment of the interest. Two 
places were named in the debenture for payment of the interest, and it 
was the duty of the person who was to receive the payment to say at 
which of the two he would receive payment. The plaintiff had made 
no demand at either place, and therefore there had been no default by 
the company.—CovnseEL, Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., and EB. Brodie Cooper ; Napier 
Higgins, Q.C., and Dunham. Souicrrors, Saunders, Hawksford, Bennett, § 
Co.; Snell, Son, § Greenip. 


Re THE WEST CUMBERLAND IRON AND STEEL CO.—North, J., 12th 


January. 
Company — Votuntary Winpinc Ur—Svpervision QOrper — Time oF 
CoMMENCEMENT OF WinDING Ur—Provis10onaL LIQUIDATOR APPOINTED 


BEFORE RESOLUTION TO WIND UP. 


In this case a petition for the winding up of the company by the court 
was presented on the Ist of December, and on the same day a provisional 


| liquidator was appointed. On the 19th of December the company passed 
| an extraordinary revolution to wind up voluntarily. Onthe hearing of the 


paid, unless the plaintiff removed the named solicitor or the action came | 


to an end; that if the title of the plaintiff should be established in the 
action he should pay to the defendants £225 by way of bonus; and that 
the defendant should make such further advances to meet the necessities 
of the plaintiff and the costs of the action as they should think fit. The 
deed then contained a charge of these advances on the plaintiff’s interest 
in the estate of Morgan. The Court of Probate established the will, but 
this was reversed by the Court of Appeal, and the reversal affirmed by 
the House of Lords, so that the plaintiff became entitled to a share of 
the estate. Advances to the extent of £100 had been made under the 
deed, and the plaintiff now sought to redeem on paying that eum and 
interest, without paying the bonus. 

Kay, J., held that the agreement to pay the bonus was void—first, as 
being tainted with champerty ; secondly, as being a collateral advantage 
stipulated for by a mortgagee; and, thirdly, as being an undue advan- 
tage obtained from the plaintiff under pressure, and made the usual 
redemption decree. —CovnseL, Marten, Q.C., Philpotts, and Whately ; 
Renshaw, Q.C., and YVate-Lee ; Fooks; Hamilton. Souicitors, Me ar. & 
Fowler ; Ridsdale §& Scns ; F. 8. Randolph ; H. Sparshutt. 


THORN v. THE CITY RICE MILLS CO.—North, J., 12th January. 


Comrany—DenentureE—Deravutt 1n Payment—AproinTMent or RECEIVER 
—ConpiTIoN—Breacuh—CoveNanT TO pAY AT PLace NAMED. 


This was an action by the holder of a debenture to enforce his security. 
The plaintiff applicd on motion for the appointment of a receiver, and the 
question arose whether the company had committed a breach of one of the 
conditions on which the debenture was granted, so as to entitle the plain- 
tiff to sue for the principal debt. The plaintiff’s debenture was the only 
one issued by the company. The debenture, dated the 5th of August, 
1887, provided that the company would, on the 28th of November, 1890, 
pay the registered holder of the debenture the sum of £1,500, and would 
in the meantime pay interest thereon at the rate of six per cent. per 
annum by equal half-yearly payments on the 28th of November and the 
28th of May in each year. And the company did thereby charge with 
such payments the lease of its property, goodwill, machinery, and utensils, 
both present and future, including its uncalled capital, amounting to 
£1,660. The debenture was issued subject to certain conditions indorsed 
thereon. The first condition was—‘‘ It the company makes default for a 
period of fourteen days in payment of any interest hereby eecured, the 

rincipal moneys hereby secured shall immediately become payable.” 

he fourth condition was—‘‘ The principal moneys and interest hereby 
secured will be paid at the Royal Exchange Bank, or at the registered 
office of the company.”’ The interest had been duly paid to the plaintiff 
(with the exception of the payment which fell due on the 28th of Novem- 
ber, 1888) by means of cheques on their bankers sent to him by the 
company; but by an oversight the secretary omitted to send the plaintiff 
a cheque for the interest which fell due on the 28th of November, 1888. 
The plaintiff made no demand for payment either at the bank named in 
the debenture or at the registered office of the company. The company 
offered now to pay the interest due on the 28th of November. The action 


was commenced after the end of fourteen days from the 28th November. 
Nortu, J., held that the company had not made default in payment of 

the interest, and that the plaintiff was not entitled to have a receiver 

appointed. His lordship said that default in payment was not necessarily 


petition the court was asked by the respondents to make a supervision 
order, and the petitioner’s counsel asked for a direction that the winding 
up should be deemed to have commenced, not at the date of the passing 
of the resolution, but at the date of the appointment of the provisional 
liquidator. Reliance was placed on Re Colonial Trusts Corporation (15 Ch. 
D. 465, 472), in which, the question being what property of a company in 


| voluntary liquidation was comprised in the security of debenture-holders, 


| Jessel, M.R., held that the winding up must be deemed to have com- 


menced at the date of the appointment of a provisional liquidator, which 
was prior to the passing of the resolution to wind up voluntarily. On 
the other hand, in Re Bmperor Life Assurance Society (31 Ch. D. 78), under 
similar circumstances, Bacon, V.C., held that the winding up could not 
commence before the confirmation of the special resolution, and that the 
value of a policy for the purpose of proof must be ascertained at thet 
time. 

Nortu, J., thought it clear that the winding up would commence at 


| the date of the passing of the resolution, and that he had no jurisdiction 
| to alter the date.—CounseL, Napier Higgins, Q.C., Ingle Joyce, and Page ; 





Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Marcy ; Everitt, Q.C., and J. G. Wood; Levett; 
W. H. Jackson. Soxicirrors, Rowelffes, Rawle, §& Co.; Tucker § Lake ; 
Helder §& Roberts ; Morse & Simpson. 


Re DAVIS, DAVIS v. GALMOYE—North, J., 11th January, 


PracticE—Lgave To 1ssuzE Writ or ATTACHMENT—APPLICATION IN CHAMs 
BKERS—JUDICATURE Act, 1873, s. 39—R. 8. C., XLIV., 2. 

In this case leave had been given to the plaintiffs to issue a writ of 
attachment against one ofthe detendants, for his contempt in not obeying 
an order to pay into court a sum of money in his possession or under his 
control as a trustee or person acting in a Gduciary capacity. The order 
was made upon a summons in chambers by North, J., personally. The 
defendant appealed, and on the hearing of the appeal the objection was 
taken (which had not been taken in chambers) that such an order could 
only be properly made on motion by the judge in open court. The Court 
of Appeal held (32 Soxicrrors’ Jovrnat, 693, 39 Ch. D. 322) that the 
objection was taken too late. But they expressed an opinion that appli- 
cations of such a nature were better dealt with by the judge upon motion 
in open court. The writ had not yet been executed, and a motion was 
now wade on behalf of the defendant to suspend the putting in 
force of the writ, so as to give a longer time for paying the money, 
on the ground that the Court of Appeal had, in ieffect, held that 
the order giving leave to issue the writ had been irregularly made in the 
first instance. 

Nortu, J., said that he did not understand the Court of Appeal to have 
laid down that such an order could not be made on summons in chambers, 
but must necessarily be made on motion in court. It would be very un- 
fortunate if that were the practice. In many cases the chief clerk could 
deal with such applications, and a writ of attachment would not have to 
be issued. Of course, an order for the issue of such a writ could only 
be made by the judge in person, but if in every case the proceeding 
must be commenced by notice of motion, a great deal of additional 
expense would be caused to the respondent. The application was refused. 
—UounseL, J. F. Oswald; Upjohn. Soxicrrors, Galmoye § Co. ; Watson, 
Son, § Room. 


Re KERRY; BOCOCK v. KERRY; ARNULL v. KERRY—North, J., 15th 
January. 


Witt—Trusr ror Sate or Reat Estare—Ortion ro PuncuasE GIVEN TO 
PERSON NAMED AT SPECIFIED Paice—Saxz or Rear Estate 1n Orepiror’s 
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Action AT Price EXCEEDING Option Price—APppLicaTION or SuRPLUS 

AFTER PayMENT oO! Dents. 

A testator devised his real estate to trustees, on trust for sale as soon as 
conveniently might be after his decease. The proceeds of sale, after pay- 


ment thereout of the testator’s funeral and testamentary expenses, debts, | 


and legacies, were to be invested and held on certain trusts for the benefit 
of his wife and children. The will contained a provision that no sale of 


his dwelling-house should be made under the trust for sale, until his | 


trustees should, when they should have determined to sell the house, offer 
the same for sale to his son in preference to any other person, at the price 
of £1,500. If the son should refuse to purchase the house when offered to 
him for sale, or should neglect or refuse to complete the purchase within 
six months after the same should have been so offered to him, then the 
trustees should be at liberty to sell the property to any other person. A 
similar option was given to the testator’s daughter to purchase two 
cottages at the price of £350. After the death of the testator a creditor 


brought an action to administer his estate, and in this action, the persoval | 


estate being insufficient for the payment of the testator’s debts, an order 
was made for the sale of his real estate, which was accordingly sold. The 
dwelling-house was sold for £2,350, and the two cottages were sold for 
£550. After payment of the testator’s debts, there remained a surplus in 
court, and the testator’s son claimed to be paid out of the surplus the 
excess of the price at which the house was sold above the option price, in 
priority to the persons beneficially interested in the residue. A similar 
claim was made by the daughter. 
Estate (4 De G. & J. 503). In that case a railway company had purchased 
compulsorily, under the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, some land 
which a testator had given his son an option to purchase at a specified 
price. The price given by the company eae Pm exceeded the option 
price. The purchase-money was paid into court, and Knight Bruce and 
Turner, L JJ., held that the son was entitled to the excess of the purchase- 
money above the option price. 

Nortu, J., beld that the son and the daughter were respectively en- 
titled to receive out of the testator’s estate £850 and £200 (the amounts by 
which the purchase-moneys respectively exceeded the respective option 
prices) before any division was made among the residuary legatees. His 
lordship said that Re Cent's Estate supplied an analogy, though it was not 
a direct authority. Effect ought to be given, so far as was possible, to the 
provisions of the will. The object of the testator in giving the option was 
that, if the person to whom it was given paid the specified price, the re- 
siduary legatees should not take any larger amount in respect of the par- 
ticular property. He plainly intended the option to be a benefit to the 
person to whom it was given. The property was sold, not in the execution 
of the trusts of the will, but in the crevitor’s action, for the benefit of the 
creditors, to the person who was willing to give the highest price for it. 
The two properties together realized £1,050 more than the total of the option 
prices. The claims of the creditors having been satisfied, there remained 
a surplus in court, though it was less than £1,050. How ought that sur- 
plus to be dealt with so as to give effect to the intentions of the testator ? 
His intention was that the residuary legatees should have no benefit from 
the particular properties beyond the amount of the option prices which he 
had specified. Before, therefore, anything could be given to the other 
beneficiaries, the son and the daughter must respectively receive the differ- 
ence between the respective purchase-moneys and the respective option 
prices. The fund in court being insufficient, it must be divided between 
the con and the daughter in the proportion of £850 and £200.—CovnszL, 
Vernon R. Smith; Dibdin; B. Eyre. Sorrcrrors, Roweliffes, Rawle, § Co. ; 
Bridges, Sawteli, § Co. ; Conrad Fitch. 


Bankruptcy Cases, 
Ez parte LUSTY, Re LUSTY—Q. B. Div., 15th January. 


Bit or Sate—Moxtcace—Trapg Macuinery—Bi11s or Sae Act, 1878, 
ss. 4, 5, 7. 


In this case a mortgagee of leasehold premises claimed certain plant, 
machinery, and effects on the said premises, which had been taken pos- 
session of by the official receiver, In August, 1887, the bankrupt pur- 
chased the prewises in question, together with the fixed machinery and 
effects upon the premises, for £400, which sum was provided by the present 
applicant, the nephew of the bankrupt, and the sale was made upon the 
understanding and agreement that the bankrupt should hold the said 
property, plant, machinery, aud effects as trustee for the applicant until 
such time as he should require an assignment of the same. In February, 
1888, the bankrupt deposited with the applicant the deeds and documents 
of title relating to the property, together with a memorandum, in which 
the bankrupt acknowledged that the purchase was made by him out of 
moneys provided for that puipose by the applicant, and that he was to 
hold such lease and effects as trustee, and he undertook, upon demand, to 
execute in favour of the applicant an assignment of the property, either by 
way of mortgage for securing the repayment of the sum provided, and 
any other sums which might have been advanced, or absolutely as the 
applicant should elect, and until such election he had deposited with the 
applicant the lease and documents of title relating to the property as an 
equitable mortgage. The official receiver, as trustee in the ptcy, 
claimed the plant, machinery, and effects on the ground that the memor- 
andum of deposit required registration as a bill of sale, being an assign- 
ment of trade machinery, and the mortgagee now asked for a declaration 
in favour of his title. 

Cave, J., allowed the application. His lordship said that in the case of 
Batchelir v. Yates (36 W. R 563) the Court of Appeal came to the conclu- 


Reliance was placed on Re Cant’ s | 


sion that the assignment of trade machinery there struck at must be an 
express assignment, and that an assignment of something else which, by 
virtue of the law, carried with it trade machinery did not fall within the 
| Bills of Sale Act, 1878. The present document was one by which the 
| bankrapt agreed to execute a mortgage security or absolute assignment to 
| the claimant at his option, and it went on “ until such election is exer- 
| cised, I have deposited with him the lease and documents of title relating 
to the property as an equitable mortgage.” So far as the document pur- 
ported to give the applicant a right to have the trade machinery separately 
assigned to him, it came within the Act of 1878, and within the decision 
in Batchelor v. Yates, but the words ‘‘ until such election is exercised, I 
| have deposited with him the lease and documents of title relating to the 
| property as an equitable mortgage,’’ gave the applicant all the rights 
which be could have by an equitable deposit of the title deeds of the lease, 
and, according to the decision in Batchelor v. Yates, that gave to him the 
| trade machinery, because there was no express assignment of the trade 
machinery, and nothing which could be registered under the Bills of Sale 
Act, 1878 —CounseL, Beddall ; Muir Mackenzie. Sowicrrors, A. Myers ; 
| W. W. Aldridge. 


| Solicitors’ Cases. 


| Re JACKSON, Re COTTRELL, BOUGHTON-LEIGH v. BOUGHTON-LEIGH— 
North, J., 14th Jauuary. 


Soxicrror —Costs—-TAxaTIonN — TAXATION OF BILL MORE THAN TWELVE 
Montus Arrer Payment—Tuirp Pantigs—Receirr or Trust Money py 
Souiciror witn Notice or Breacu or Trust—6 & 7 Vicr. c. 73, 8. 41. 


| A question arose in this case as to the taxation of a solicitor’s bill of 
costs more than twelve months after payment. The solicitor had been 
employed by the administratrix with the will annexed of a testator (she 
being also tenant for life under the will) in matters relating to the 
administration of the estate. In July, 1886, she paid hima bill ot costs, or 
allowed him to retain the amount of it, out of moneys forming part of 
the capital of the estate. It was alleged that this bill contained items not 
properly chargeable against the capital of the estate, but which ought to 
have been paid by the administratrix personally. In February, 1888, an 
originating summons was issued by some of the cestuis que trustent under 
the will, as plaintiffs, against the admistratrix, as sole defendant. The 
summons was entitled in the matter of the estate, and in the matter of the 
solicitor, but it was not entitled in the matter of the Solicitors Act of 
1843. It was served on the solicitor, but he was not made a defend- 
ant. The summons asked that it might be referred to the taxing master 
to tax and settle the bill delivered by the solicitor to the defendant as 
administratrix and paid by her out of the capital of the trust estate; that 
the solicitor and the defendant respectively might be directed to 
produce before the master on oath all books, &c., in their custody or 
power respectively relating to the matter to be referred ; that in taxing 
the cests the master might be directed to certify what amount was 
properly chargeable against the capitsl of the trust estate, and what 
amount was properly payable by the defendant personally as tenant for 
life under the will; that, in case it should appear that the bill was 
overpaid, the solicitor might be ordered to repay to the defendant what 
should be certified by the master to have been overpaid; and that the 
solicitor might be ordered to deliver up to the defendant, on oath if 
required, all title deeds and other documents relating to the estate or to 
the administration thereof by the defendant. The chief clerk, on the 
authority of Staniar v. Evans (34 Ch. D. 470, 31 Soxtcrrors’ Journat, 157), 
was disposed to make the order asked for, but at the request of the 
solicitor the matter was adjourned to the judge. On the opening of the 
summons before North, J., the preliminary objection was taken on behalf 
of the solicitor that section 41 of the Act of 1843 was an absolute bar to 
the taxation of the bill, more than twelve months having elapsed since 
the payment of the bill. To this it was answered, that the application 
was not made under the Act, but under the general jurisdiction of the 
| court, and that, the solicitor having received trust money with notice 
| that it was being paid to him in breach of trust, he could be compelled to 
refund what he had so received, at any rate if he were a defendant to the 
| summons, which might, if necessary, be amended. Reliance was placed on 
| Staniar v. Evans. 

Noxrn, J., dismissed the summons as against the solicitor. He thought 
| he had no jurisdiction to make any order against him. The summons 
really asked for taxation of his bill, and nothing else. The amount of the 
bill had been, with the acquiescence of the defendant, retained by the 
sclicitor out of trust moneys which she had placed in his hands. The 
plaintiffs were not liable to pay the bill to the solicitor, the costs not 
having been incurred on their instructions. The bill had not been deli- 
vered to them, and they had not been asked to payit. There was no 
privity between them and the solicitor. It was suggested that he had 
received part of the trust fund with notice of a breach of trust. But he 
was not a defendant to the summons, and, according to the decision of the 
Court of Appeal in Spencer v. Hart (30 W. R. 296, 26 Soxicrrors’ JourNAL, 
140), he could not have been successfully made a defendant. The objec- 
tion was taken that, under section 41 of the Act, the application was 
made too late. The answer given was that the application was not made 
under the Act. But the application was made by third ies, aud what 
right had they to tax the bill except under the Act? and it was admitted 
that the application was not made under the Act. The cestwis que trustent 
might or might not have a right to briog an action against the solicitor, 
but no action had been brought yet. The application was simply for 
taxation of the bill, and the plaintiffs had no right to this.—Counsst, 
Giffard, Q.C., and Bardswell ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.O,, and A. J. Matthews; 
Joseph Tanner. Soxrcrrors, Letts Brothers; A. P. Jackson. 
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IRVING v. SANGBR—C. A. No. 1, 12th January. 


Costs—Unavatiriep PERSON ACTING AS 
sENT—Souicitors Act, 1874 (37 


Sorictrorn—JvupGMent pny Con- 
& 38 Vicr. c. 68), s. 12. 

This was an appeal from the decision of a divisional court (Huddleston, 
B., and Hawkins, J.) The plaintiff brought an action against the 
defendant for penalties for infringement of copyright, which was tried be- 
fore Mathew, J., anda jury, when a verdict for the plaintiff for £372 
was returned. Mathew, J., left the parties to move for judgment, and 
upon the matter coming before the Divisional Court, a compromise was 
effected, and judgment was entered by the court by consent for the 
— for £75 and costs. When, however, the costs came for taxation 
‘ore the taxing master, he was informed that an application was about 


to be made to the court with regard to the conduct of Grayston, the | 


solicitor on the record, and he accordingly adjourned the taxation until 
after the motion had been made on the defendant paying £65 into court 
as security for the costs. On June 14, 1888, Master Brewer, to whom 
the question of the conduct of the solicitor had been referred by the 
court, reported that Grayston had allowed his name to be used in the 
action by one Harry Wall, who was not, as Grayston knew, a qualified 
person, and it appeared that the proceedings in the action had been in fact 
taken by Harry Wall, who professed to be the secretary of the Copyright 
Protection Association and not by Grayston at all. On this report the 
court sentenced Wall to three months’ imprisonment, and suspended 
Grayston for two years. On November 10, when the taxation before the 


taxing master was resumed, the defendant took the objection that no costs | 
were recoverable by the plaintiff, and the matter then came before the | 


Divisional Court on a motion to stay the taxation. Their lordships held 
that the plaintiff could not recover any costs, and therefore they stayed 


the taxation sine die, and directed that the £65 paid into court by the | 


defendant as security for costs should be repaid to him. 

Their decision was upheld by tue Covrr (Lord Esuer, M.R., 
and Fry, L.J.). Lord Esner, M.R., said that the judgment was 
for the plaintiff for £75 and costs. That meant costs if any. 
The question was whether the law was not such that the taxing 
master was bound to say on the taxation coming before him that 
there was no legal evidence of any costs which he could be called 
upon to tax. 


act as her solicitor, but he had also made an agreement with Wall, who 
was an unqualified person, that Wall should act as the solicitor to the 
plaintiff, and that Grayston should not. Grayston had merely lent his 
name to Wall, and had done only those acts which were absolutely 
necessary to enable Wall to perpetrate this fraud upon the Solicitors Acts. 
Every act for which payment of costs could be asked was in fact done by 
Wall. The plaintiff therefore, after the discovery of this, could not be 
called upon to pay Grayston anything, because she would know that he | 
had not really acted for her at all as a solicitor. The work had been 
done for her by Wall, but he was expressly prohibited by the Act of Parlia- 
ment from recovering anything from her. There were, therefore, no costs 
to be paid by her, and no costs which she in turn could recover from the 
defendant under the judgment. The fact that judgment was given by 
consent for costs could not override the plain provisions of the Act of 
Parliament. Fry, L.J., also thought that the case was clearly governed 
by 37 & 38 Vict. c. 68, s. 12, which provided that no costs on account of 
or in relation to any act or proceeding done or taken by any person who 
acted as an attorney or solicitor without being duly qualified should be | 
recovered in any action, suit, or matter by any person whatsoever. ‘The 
facts inevitably led to the conclusion that the proceedings had been taken | 
by Wall, who was an unqualified person, and that being so, the case came | 
within the section, and the costs could not be recovered either by Wall, 
or by Grayston, or by the plaintiff. It had been urged that after the | 
judgment had been given by consent, the plaintiff ought nct to be | 
deprived of these costs ; but he was of opinion that at whatever stage of | 
the proceedings the court discovered that an unqualified person was acting 
as solicitor on the record, it was bound at once to interfere, otherwise the 
statute would be continually defeated and grave injustice would result.— | 
CounseL, Vaughan Williams and Hansell ; Winch, Q.C., and Morton Smith. 
Soxricrrors, Whitmore Lowe ; W. N. Tilson. 


SOLICITOR STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 
Jan. 16.—Artuvr Tuomas Haze.niccs Evans (Manchester). 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Notices ror THE Spectra, GENERAL MEBTING. 


The following circular has been issued to the members of the society :— 
In pursuance of the resolution passed at the adjourned annual general 
meeting, held on July 15, 1881, to the effect that meetings of the society 
should be heldin January and April, 1am directed toinform you that a special 
general meeting of the members of the society will be held in the hall of 
the society on Thursday, the 31st inst., at two o’clock precisely, to con- 
sider the subjects hereinafter mentioned, and of which notice has been 
= given :— 
ir Henry Watson Parker, on behalf of the council, will move, and Mr. 
Pennington wi!l second :—‘‘ That bye-Jaw 35 be hereby repealed, and in 
lieu thereof the following be substituted as a bye-law of the society :— 


ITORS’ JOURNAL. © 


} Adopting the facts which had been stated in the Divi- | 
sional Court, and as to which there would be no doubt, it appeared | 
that Grayston had assumed to enter into a contract with the plaintiff to | 
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‘¢¢ 35. In fixing the amount of the annual subscription payable by the 
members of the society as herein directed, the council shall be at liberty 
to divide members into classes, and to provide that different amounts 
shall be paid by different classes and extend over different periods; and 
generally to regulate, and from time to time to vary, the subscriptions 
payable by members, or by different classes of members, as the council 
may think fit. 

‘* «Tn particular, and without limiting their general authority, the council 
shall be at liberty to make distinctions in favour of (2) members who have 
been admitted for less than three years; (2) members who shall be elected 
after a given date or given dates in any year; and (c) members taking 
out country certificates, with an additional distinction in favour of such 
of the same class of members as are also members of the Provincial Law 
Society of the district in which they practise.’ ’’ 

Mr. Edmund Kimber will move :—‘‘That Mr. William Turner, of 
Newcastle-under-Lyne, a member of this society, ought to be paid by this 
society his out-of-pocket expenses incurred in defending himself from the 
attack made on him in open court by Judge Jordan, and in the pro- 
ceedings occasioned thereby.’’ 

Mr. Kimber will also move :—‘'That the recommendations of Lord 
Esher’s Committee for amalgamating the offices of registrar, chief clerk, 
and taxing master in chancery are salutary, but the office of registrar will 
never be satisfactorily performed, nor much of the delay and public dis- 
gust at the present system be avoided, so long as solicitors are prevented 
| from drawing their own orders, subject to the approval of the court.”’ 

Mr. F. K. Munton will move :—‘‘ That, looking to the volume of sub- 
stantial work now thrown into the scattered London county courts, this 
meeting is of opinion that a central metropolitan issuing office is imme- 
diately called for.”’ 

Mr. Charles Ford will move :—‘‘ That in the opinion of this meeting, 
while the interests of solicitors have for years past called for the aboli- 
tion of the solicitors’ annual certificate duty, yet the interests of this 
society, consisting of about 5,000 members, and the position of its finances, 
render the abolition of this tax undesirable, involving, as it would, the loss 
to the society of nearly £4,000 a year.”’ 

Mr. Ford will ask whether it is the intention of the council to secure 
for solicitors recently admitted the same inducements to join the Law 
Club as have recently been offered as regards joining the society. Also— 
Whether, referring to page 42 of the last annual report of the council, the 
alterations in the annual accounts of the society will give, not only details 
of the receipts on account of articled clerks, but the actual as distinguished 
from the estimated expenditure on account of articled clerks, as con- 
templated by section 8 of the Solicitors Act, 1877. Also—Of how many 
members of the Society the Law Club now consists. Also—Whether it 
is in contemplation by the council to possess themselves of the club 
premises for use by the general body of members of the society without 
any additional subscription ; or in the alternative for exclusive use by law 
students as a students’ library and otherwise, a fair rental for same to be 
charged against the Students’ Fee Fund, amounting to over £10,000 a 
year. Also—Whether the following paragraph, contained ina paper pub- 
lished in the Law Times of 5th January inst., and purporting to have been 
issued by the council, was actually issued by them :—‘‘ The achievements 
in legislation to which allusion has been made go far to shew that the 
governing body take a high-minded as well as an eminently practical 
view of the society’s powers of public usefulness.’? Also—What the 
council have done in reference to a resolution unanimously adopted on 
the motion of Mr. Ford at a general meeting of the society in April, 1884, 
to the effect that motions in the Chancery Division ought to be set down 





| on lists and taken in their order on such lists; and as to which resolution 


Mr. C. T. Saunders, as president, in answer to an inquiry by Mr. Ford 
at the April meeting, 1885, stated that the then Lord Chancellor had 
promised to bring the matter before the Rule Committee of Judges. 





LEEDS INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 

Members.—The present number of members of the society is 105; the 
number of subscribers to the library is 7. 

The Land Transfer Bill—The Lord Chancellor’s Bill on this subject, 
which has stood over from the session of 1887, was introduced into the 
House of Lords on the 24th of February, 1888, altered in some important 
respects from its predecessor. The Bill of 1887 was an attempt to 
supplement the Act of 1875, but the Bill of 1888 proposed to repeal that 
Act and the Land Registry Act, and to embody the whole law of 
registration in one measure. As will be remembered, its leading pro- 
visions were these:—(1) The creation of land transfer districts, and 
gradual establishment of a system of registration of titles throughout the 
kingdom. Power was taken by Order in Council to declare with regard to 
any district that on and after a specified day registration in that district 
| should be compulsory. (2) Provisions for the confirmation of possessory 
| or qualified title, and the settlement of boundaries. (3) Provisions as to 


| proceedings on or before registration, actions, and inhibitions; the 


| establishment of an insurance fund and other matters. (4) Amendments 
| of the law of real property. (5) Provisions ar to the land transfer board, 
the court, local registries, and general rules. (6) Supplemental provisions. 
| With the exception that the Bill of 1888 (being a consolidating one) was 
| more convenient in point of form than the Bill of 1887, it was open to all 
| the objections which had been urged by this and by other societies to the 
| Bill of 1887. Immediately on the announcement that a Bill would be 


introduced, the Council of the Incorporated Law Society summoned a 
conference in London of all the law societies in England and Wales. 
This conference was held on the 14th of March. On the previous day— 
namely, the 13th of March—the associated provincial law societies, to the 
number of twenty, met in London, and passed a series of resolutions on 
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the subject. On the 14th of March the conference was held, and was 
attended by representatives of the Incorporated Law Society and of thirty- 
eight provincial law societies, and a series of resolutions embodying the 
chief objections felt by the profession both to the principle of the Bill 
and to certain points of detail were passed. Your society was represented 
by its president on this occasion. A small committee, com 

of members of the Incorporated Law Society and of six of the largest 
provincial law societies, subsequently attended the Lord Chancellor by 
appointment, and urged upon him their objections to the measure. His 
lordship did not hold out any hope that he would abandon the principle 
of compulsory registration, or make any substantial concessions in other 
directions. The hon. sec. of the society attended as a moumber of this 
deputation. The Bill met with some criticism in the House of Lords, 
was eventually referred to a select committee, and no further progress was 
made with it. It must not, however, be supposed that this unnecessary 
and ill-advised legislative project is abandoned. The Bill, in some shape 
or other, will probably be introduced in the next session of Parliament. 
Should this be the case, the committee, in conjunction with other law 
societies, will give their best attention to it; and it is hoped that every 
member of the society will make himself acquainted with the subject, so 
as to be able to exercise his influence against it. An extract from the 
ae of the committee on the Bill of 1887 is appended to this report as 
v0 Ws -— 

“We concur generally in the report of the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society on this Bill, especially in its protest against the proposal to 
make registration Pe ep The effect of compulsory registration on 
the smaller class of sellers and borrowers has not been sufficiently con- 
sidered. There are in Leeds alone five building societies, and the value 
of the property in mortgage to these societies is not less than five millions 


by them are not less than two millions, the average amount now owing by 
each borrower being about £525. In the largest of these societies the 
solicitor’s charge for effecting a mortgage not exceeding £400 in value is 
the fixed sum of £4, in smaller transactions the charge is proportionately 
smaller. In all cases a considerable additional cost will be incurred on 
first registration, and this will have the effect of preventing many trans- 
actions being carried out ; it may well be doubted whether, even when a 
title is registered, subsequent business will be conducted more cheaply 
than under the present system. It would be more convenient to require 
the first grantee to be registered as a proprietor of the land, and this would 
make the several clauses of the Bill consistent. 
know the cost of registration on the grantee, but in the case of a purchaser 
this would be equalized in fixing the price. 

** Boundaries. —Although the settlement of boundaries is left optional 
by the Bill, unless boundaries are conclusively settled the land certificate 
will frequently, especially in urban properties, not fulfil its first object, 
that of defining accurately the property to which it refers. It may be said 
that this is true of a deed of conveyance under the present system ; but it 
must be remembered that under the present system the boundaries are 
examined by solicitors and surveyors, from time to time, on subsequent 
dealings with the land, and that it is the object of a system of registration 
of title to dispense with this continuous examination and its expense. 
A land certificate of a registered title is intended to be, like a certificate of 
stock, evidence of the ownership of a particular thing; and if that thing 
is not accurately and conclusively described and defined it will not satisfy 
its purjose. We think, therefore, that in many cases, and in all important 
cases of town properties, boundaries will have to be [conclusively settled, 
and the cost of that process added to the other costs of obtaining regis- 
tration of title, and in every new division of the property the cost of 
settling boundaries will have to be incurred.’’ 

Civil Assizes.—The committee having been informed that the judges’ 
committee would be glad to learn the opinion of the profession on the 
proposed change in holding civil assize in Leeds, a resolution passed on 
this subject ou the 3lst of July, 1884, was forwarded tu the secretary of 
the Lord Chief Justice of England, with an intimation that the committee 
saw no reason to change the opinion therein expressed. Tire resolution 
was as follows :—‘‘ That in the opinion of the society three civil assizes, 
held as nearly as possible at intervals of four months or thereabouts, will 
satisfy the requirements of the West Riding civil business.” To this 
resolution was added the recommendation that Leeds should be the last 
town at every assize, The result of the arrangement, if carried out, 
would be that assizes would be held in Leeds in the months of March, 
July, and November in each year. 

Legal Education in the Provinces.—The Dewsbury Law Society having 
expressed the wish that some joint action should be taken by the Leeds, 
Bradford, Huddersfield, Halifax, and Wakefield Law Societies with a 
view to the joint establishment of lectures for law students in the district, 
your committee convened a meeting of those societies to consider the 
questions raised. That meeting was held on the 10th of October in the 
society’s rooms in the Law Institution, and was attended by two repre- 
sentatives from each of the law societies named with the exception of 
Bradford, and by representatives of the law students’ societies in those 
respective districts. The matter was fully discussed, and in the opinion 
of those present it was thought that a practicable scheme could be framed, 
with the assistance of the Yorkshire College. A committee was formed 
with instructions to confer with the authorities of the college on the sub- 
ject. A meeting of the joint committee of the law societies and of the 


council of the Yorkshire College subsequently took place in the library 
of the Philosophical Hall, and it was then understood that if an annual 
fund of £200 could be raised, the Yorkshire College would establish a 
lectureship in law and provide the necessary teaching sccommodation 
for the law students. Your committee favour this scheme, and a rcro- 
lution will be laid before the meeting to give effect to it 


The effect would be to | 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE JANUARY FINAL. 


We are glad to notice that in the conveyancing paper set at the 
final on Tuesday last as many as three questions—viz , the 7th, llth, and 
12th—involved some knowledge of practical conveyancing ; of the remain- 
ing questions three dealt with the law of vendor and purchaser, the Con- 

















| Practice. 


veyancing and Settled Land Acts were touched upon, and one question 
could not be properly answered without some knowledge of the Trustee 
Act, 1888. Any fairly read candidate could pass in this paper. In the 
paper a equity four questions were on chancery practice, which 
could have been well answered from any of the students’ works on 
Of the questions involving a knowledge of substantive law a 
fair knowledge of Snell’s Principles and Brett’s Oases would be 
sufficient for obtaining a pass in this head, as the questions involved 
knowledge of such well-known points as Thorndike v. Hunt, Ancaster v. 
Mayer, Fletcher v. Ashburner, §¢., Morley v. Bird, Lake v. Gibson, and 
Knight v. Knight. 





THE LONDON LL.B. PASS EXAMINATION, 


This examination commenced on Monday, January 7, the candidates 
including a good many solicitors who have recently qualified, bar students, 
and barristers. Two papers were given in common law on the opening 
day, of which the afternoon paper was probably the stiffer. The questions 
in crimes and evidence were easy, but those on contract, torts, and ease- 
ments presented some points of difficulty. Considering how the various 


sterling. There are about 4,000 borrowing members, and the sums owing | heade—common law, equity, and real and personal property—overlap each 


other at the present day it is not surprising to find that sometimes the 
same questions reappear in a different paper at the same examination, 
still this is a defect which might easily be remedied. The most difficult paper 
was in real and personal property, more especially so as regards powers. 
Candidates generally acknowledged the Roman law paper easy, but they 
should not forget that they have had the advantage this year of an ex- 
cellent translation and commentary on the /ezx aquilia, while former can- 
didates have generally had the trouble of translating the digest themselves 
or procuring a manuscript translation from some ‘‘coach.’’ In due course 
we shall make some remarks on the result of this examination when 
published. 





LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES, 


Law Srupgents’ Desatine Sociery.—Jan, 8.—Mr. W. M. Woodhouse in 
the chair.—Mr. Prest White opened the debate —‘‘ That this society 
deprecates the Egyptian policy of the Government.’’ He was supported 
by Messrs. Windsor, Pattinson, and Vanderpump, and opposed by Messrs. 
Muir and Harcourt, jun. Mr. J.C. Wheeler also spoke. Mr. P. White 
replied, and the motion was eventually lost. 

Jan. 15.—Mr. J. D. Crawford in the chair.—The debate, ‘‘ That the case 
of Lavery v Pursell (39 Ch. D. 508) was wrongly decided,’ was opened in 
the affirmative by Mr. Foden Pattinson. He was supported by Messrs. C. 
Morrison, Marshall, Todd, Vanderpump, and Thorp, and opposed by 
Messrs. Brewer, Hutton, and Harcourt, jun. Mr. Foden Pattinson replied, 
and the motion, on being put to the society, was carried. 


Bristo. Law Srupents’ Socrery.—Jan. 15.—Mr. H. C. Trapnell, solici- 
tor, in the chair.—The queries—Oan trustees and mortgagees be required 
by a purchaser to give an undertaking for safe custody of deeds? Does 
curtesy attach since the 3lst of December, 1882? Oan an infant be made 
bankrupt for necessaries f—raised an indecisive discussion, and then an 
impromptu debate was held. The following subjects were drawn :— 
‘* Women’s Suffrage,” ‘‘ The New Trustee Act,’’ ‘‘ Coast Defence,”’ ‘‘ The 
Suppression of the Brutality displayed by Football Players,’’ and a local 
question. Messrs. Bayliffe, Bowley, F. W. Cook, Knee, A. Taylor, and 
J. L. V. S. Williams each spoke on several of the above subjects. 





COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION, 


As the result of the December examination on the subjects of the lec- 
tures of the professors of the Inns of Court, held at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on 
the 21st and 22nd ult., the Council of Legal Education have awarded the 
following prizes to the undermentioned students :— 

Roman Law, Jurisprudence, Constitutional Law and Legal History, and 
Private International Law.—John Bruce, Middle Temple, a prize of £50; 
Iyotischandra Mittra, Middle Temple, £25 ; William Henry Cromie, Gray’s- 
inn, £15; and Mohamed Shah Din, Middle Temple, £10. ; 

Equity.—Edward William Sinclair Cox, Gray’s-inn, a prize of £50; 
Thomas Gawthorne, Inner Temple, £15; and Richard Mosey Stephenson, 
Inner Tempie, £10. - 

Common Law.—Howard Rhys Joseph, Inner Temple, a prize of £50 ; 
and Frederic George Wigley, Inner Temple, £25. 

The Law of Real and Personal Property.—Barnard James Lailey, 
Middie Temple, a prize of £25; Robert William Ounningham Mackenzie, 
Lincoln’s-inn, £15 ; and James Alexander Hay, Inner Temple, £10 

The council have also awarded to the student who obtained the greatest 
aggregate number of marks in the subjects of the lectures given by two 
of the professors—viz., in ‘ 

Equity and the Law of Real and Personal Property.—Manook Zorab, 
Middle Temple, a prize of £70. ; 

As the result of the Hilary Examination, 1889, the Council of Legal 
Education have awarded to Oldham Whittaker, Inner Temple, and Manik 
Lal Dutta, Lincoln’s-inn, studentships in Jurisprudence and Roman Law 
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of 100 guineas, to continue for a period of two years; and to Iyotis- 
ckandra Mittra, Midile Temple, and Ivor Bowen, Gray’s-inn, student- 
ehips in Jurisprudence and Roman Law of 100 guineas, for one year. 

The council] have also awarded to the following students certificates 
that they have satisfactorily passed a public examination :—Mangalam- 
badi Rangaswami Aiyangar, Middle Temple; Chris Anderson, Middle 
Temple: Frank Lendon Bell, Inner Temple; Henry Rowland Brown, 
Linco)n’s-inn; William Frederick M’Lean Buckley, Inner Temple; 
Jebanghir K. R. Cama, Lincoln’s-inn; Richard Austen Dale, Middle 
Temple; Richard Joseph Anthony Edwards, Lincoln’s:inn; Frank 
Farrant, Inner Temple; Frank Baden Fuller, Inner Temple; Samuel 
Greenidge, Gray’s-inn ; Arthur William Groser, Inner Temple; Hugh 
Miller Guthrie, Yiddle Temple; John Dryden Hall, Inner Temple; 
Thomas Whitmore Harris, Middle Temple; Henry Seymour M’Calmont 
Hill, Inner Temple; Syed Karamat Husein, Middle Temple; Albert 
Henry Jessel, Inner Temple; James Knott, Gray’s-inn; Edmund Francis 
Vesey Knox, Gray’s-inn; Ernest Alexis Eugene Leclezio, Middle 
Temple; Wilfrid Howard Loraine, Middle Temple; Frederic Edward 
Loyd, Inner Temple; Alexander John M’Gregor, Inner Temple; 
William Martin, Lincoln’s - inn; Alexander Hyslop Maxwell, 
Middle Temple; William Miller, Inner Temple; Norman Gilbert 
Mitchell-Innes, Middle Temple; James Tennant Molteno, Inner 
Temple; Charles Bayley Oldfield, Inner Temple; Richard Paddison, 
Lincoln’s-inn; Arthur James Philbrick, Middle Temple; Lewis Pugh 
Evans Pugh, Lincoln’s-inn; Mohammad Azizul Rahman, Middle Temple; 
Arthur Carson Roberts, Inner Temple; Jobn Bryn Roberts, Lincoln’s- 
inn; Gordon M‘Neil Rushforth, Inner Temple; Edward Charles Percival 
Sandford, Inner Temple ; Epaminondas Emile Sauzier, Middle Temple; 
James Shanke, Gray’s-inn; Paul Frederick Simonson, Inner Temple; 
Philip Colville Smith, Inner Temple; Charles Frederick Denne Sperling, 
Inner Temple; Alfred Evelyn Staley, Inner Temple; Clement Bensley 
Thornbill, Lincoln’s-inn; Joseph Henry Atherton Tipping, Lincoln'’s- 
inn; Clarkson Henry Tredgold, Middle Temple; Cecil Walker, Middle 
Temple; Albert Joseph Wallach, Middle {Temple; William Wallach, 
Middle Temple; Oswald Walmesley, Lincoln’s-inn ; Sampson Waters, 
Inner Temple; James Dundas White, Inner Temple: Frederic George 
Wigley, Inner Temple ; Hiram Parkes Wilkinson, Middle Temple; Henry 
George Wellesly Williamson, Middle Temple; and Henry Winch, Gray’s- 
inn. 


Law :—William Henry Adams, Middle Temple; Henry Allen, Inner 
Temple; Autony Coulton A)linson, Middle Temple; William Andrews, 


Middle Temple; Jobn Evelyn Ansell, Middle Temple; William Henry | 


Archbold, Lincoln’s-inn ; Thomas Lovel Atkinson, Inner Temple ; James 
Austen-Cartmel], Lincoln’s-inn ; James Salisbury Frederick Bacon, Inner 
Temple; John Ernest Bagram, Gray’s-inn; Ashiny Coomer Banerjee, 
Middle Temple; Percy Barlow, Inner Temple; William Bernard 


Blackwell, Lincoln’s-inn; John Gordon Drummond Campbell, 
Lincoln’s-inn; Benjamin William Campion, Inner Temple; 
Percy Coles, Inner Temple; Edward De Lisle Collinson, 


Inner Temple; Owen Cook, Gray’s-inn ; William Henry Cromie, Gray’s- 
inn; Charles Fairfax Crowder, Inner Temple; Richard Denison Cum- 
berland-Jones, Inner Temple ; Regimald Henry Arthur Currey, Lincoln’s- 
inn; Frederick Morgan De Saram, Inner Temple; Jeronis William 
Charles De Soysa, Lincoln’s-inn; Clifford Luxmore Drew, Middle 
Temple; Ernest Cecil Clark Firth, Middle Temple; George Herbert 
Gunper, Inner Temple ; Maxwell Hall, Inner Temple; James Alexander 
Hay, Inner Temple ; Henry Staveley Hill, Inner Temple ; Arthur Dickson 
Home, Middle Temple; Cyril Jackson, Inner Temple; James Arranloe 
Johnston, Inner Temple; William Kendal, Gray’s-inn; Charles 
Storr Kennedy, Inner Temple; William Joseph Kerny, Gray’s- 
inn ; Cecil Marcus Knatchbull-Hugessen, Lincoln’s-inn; John Barclay 
Lloyd, Inner Temple; George Massey Long-Innes, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Henry Ludlow Lopes, Inner Temple; George Daniel Lynch, Lincoln’s- 
inn ; Frederic Herbert Maugham, Lincoln’s-inn ; Emile Henry Monnier, 
Middle Temple; Joseph Ernest Morris, Lincoln’s-inn; Thomas Evans 
Morris, Inner Temple; Charles James Naylor, Inner Temple; Thomas 
Kirkpatrick Nuttall, Lincoln’s-inn; Thomas Lane Ormiston, Inner 
Temple; Arthur Ralph Pemberton, Middle Temple; Frank Phillips, 
Middle Temple; Montague Horatio Mostyn Turtle Pigott, Middle 
Temple; Arthur Pritchard, Inner Temple; Frank Ashby Pritt, Inner 
Temple ; Alfred Thomas Rees, Middle Temple; Richard Edward Lloyd 


Richards, Inner Temple; Roger Charnock Richards, Gray’s-inn; 
Mark Lemon Romer, LincoJn’s-inn; James Richard Seanor, 
Gray’s-inn; William Fleetwood Sheppard, Inner Temple; 


Johannes Biesman Simonds, Middle Temple; Harry Butler Simpson, 
Inner Temple ; Marcus Warre Slade, Inner Temple; Matthew Robert 
Stedman, Middle Temple ; Alick James Tassell, Middle Temple; William 
Loftus Thompson, Middle Temple; Thomas Lane Thorne, Inner 
Temple ; William George Torr, Inner Temple; Daniel Thomas Tudor, 
Gray’s-inn; George Turner, Middle Temple; Charles George Ward, 
Inner Temple; George Frederick Warner, Lincoln’s-inn; William 
Joseph Whittaker, Middle Temple; Rbys Williams, Inner Temple; 
Williem Blache Wilson, Gray’s-inn ; Sydney Gower Woods, Gray’s-inn ; 
and Hugh Wright, Middle Temple. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Atexanpgr Maxx, solicitor, died at Devizes on the 30th ult. at the 
age of eighty. Mr. Meek was born at Liverpool in 1808. He was 
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originally a clerk in the office of the late Mr. Foster, town clerk of Liver; 
pool. He served his articles with the late Mr. Salmon, town clerk ot 
Devizes, with whom he was for many years in partnership. He was town 
clerk of Devizes from 1841 till 1870, and he was also for several years 
county treasurer for Wiltshire, and clerk to the visiting justices of the 
County Lunatic Asylum. He retired from practice about fifteen years 
ago, and he soon afterwards became a magistrate for Wiltshire. Mr. 
Meek was for many years chairman of the Devizes Board of Guardians, 
and honorary treasurer of the Wiltshire Friendly Society. He had been 
for several years a widower, and he leaves two sons and two daughters. 
His son, Mr. Alexander Grant Meek, was admitted a solicitor in 1869, and 
is town clerk, registrar of the Devizes County Court, and county treasurer. 
Mr. Meek was buried on the 4th inst. 


Mr. Grorce Coorrr, solicitor (of the firm of Cooper & Ohawner), of 
Uttoxeter, died on the 28th ult. Mr. Cooper was born in 1832. He was 
articled to Mr. Bass, of Burton-upon-Trent, and he was admitted a solici- 
tor in 1856. He afterwards became a member of the firm of Rushton & 
Cooper, at Uttoxeter, and he was subsequently joined by the late Mr. 
Richard Jobn Chawner. He was for several years superintendent- 
registrar for the Uttoxeter District. Mr. Cooper was unmarried. He was 
buried at Uttoxeter on the Ist inst. 


Mr. Ricuarp Jonn Cuawner, solicitor (of the firm of Cooper & Chawner), 
of Uttoxeter, died on the 30th ult., only two days after his partner. Mr. 
Chawner was the youngest son of Mr. Henry Chawner, of Houndhill, and 
was born in 1840. He served his articles with Messrs. Rushton & Cooper, 
of Uttoxeter, he was admitted a solicitor in 1863, and a few years later he 
became associated with Mr. Cooper. The almost simultaneous death of 
both partners is much lamented. Mr. Chawner was married to the 
daughter of Dr. Edwards, of Tutbury. He had been for some time a 
widower, but he leaves no family. He was buried at Doveridge on the 4th 
inst. 

APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Frecpinc Crarke, Chief Justice of Fiji, has been appointed a Judge 
of the Supreme Oourt of the Colony of Hong Kong in succession to Mr. 
Justice Russell, who has been appointed Chief Justice of Hong Kong. 
Mr, Justice Clarke is the fourth son of Mr, Henry Booth Clarke, solicitor, 
He is an LL.B. of the University of London, and he 
was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in May, 1876. He was 
Attorney-General of Fiji from 1882 till 1885, when he was appointed 
Chief Justice of Fiji and Judicial Commissioner for the Western 
Pacific. 

Mr. Francis Heyry Jeune, Q.C., who has been appointed Chancellor of 
the Diocese of Peterborough, is the eldest son of the Right Rev. Francis 
Jeune, D.D., Bishop of Peterborough, and was born in 1844. He was educated 
at Harrow, and he was formerly scholar of Balliol College, Oxford. He 
obtained the Stanhope prize in 1863, and the Arnold prize in 1867. He 
graduated first class in Classics in 1865, and he was afterwards elected a 
fellow of Hertford College. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in Michaelmas Term, 1868, and he is a member of the South-Eastern 
Circuit. Mr. Jeune became a Queen’s Counsel in 1888, and he 1s also 
Chancellor of the Dioceses of Durham, St. Albans, Gloucester, Bristol, 
St. Asaph, St. David’s, and Bangor ; Commissary of the Dean and Chapter 
of Westminster, and official of the archdeaconries of Essex, Southwark, 
and Kingston. 

Mr. Grorce Jason Puituirs, solicitor (of the firm of Pugh, Phillips, 
& Morgan), of Northampton and Daventry, has been appointed Clerk to 


the Hardingstone Loca! Board. Mr. Phillips was admitted a solicitor in 
1887. 


Mr. Ricuarp Henry Leake, solicitor (of the firm of Cotton & Leake), 


| of Liverpool and Bootle, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 


Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Atrrep Tom Rocers, solicitor, of Richmond, Yorkshire, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 


Mr. Witt1am Rozert Davies, solicitor, of Dolgelly, has been elected, 
without opposition, Coroner for the county of Merioneth, in the place of 
Mr. Griffith Jones Williams, solicitor, deceased. Mr. Davies was admitted 
a solicitor in 1869, and is clerk to the Governors of Dr. Williams’ En- 
dowed High School for Girls, Dolgelly, clerk to the Dolgelly Local 
Board, clerk to the Guardians of the Dolgelly Union and the Rural 
Sanitary Authority and Assessment and School Attendance Committees 
of the same Union, clerk to the Dovey Mawddach and Glaslyn Salmon 
Fishery Board, clerk to the Towyn Local Board of Health, vestry clerk for 
the parish of Towyn, clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes for the Towyn 
and Barmouth Division of the county of Merioneth, and steward of the 
Manor of Mawddwy in the same county, 


Mr. Josrruh Munn Mace, solicitor, of Tenterden and Cranbrook, has 
been appointed Deputy Town Clerk of the borough of Tenterden. Mr. 
Mace is the son of Mr. William Glover Mace, town clerk of Tenterden, 
and clerk to the borough magistrates and the commissioners of taxes. He 
was admitted a solicitor in 1883. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Dissouvrion. 
Tuomas Parn and Spancer Oxarkg, solicitors (Pain & Clarke), of Win- 
chester and Whitchurch. Dec. 31. The said Spencer Clarke for the 
future will carry on the business on his own account. 


[ Gazette, Jan, ii. 
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GENERAL, 


The annual council of the judges of the Supreme Court was held on 
Monday afternoon, in the Lord Chancellor’s room at the Royal Courts of 
Justice, when the Lord Chancellor presided, and all the judges, with the 
exception of Sir James Hannen and Justices Butt, Day, and A. L. Smith, 
were present. This meeting of the judges is held in accordance with the 
provisions of the Judicature Act, 1873, and usually takes place in Novem- 
ber, but as several of the judges were away on circuit at that time it was 
postponed until yesterday. One of the objects of the meeting is for the 
judges to report what amendments or alterations (if any) it would, in 
their judgment, be expedient to make relating to the administration of 
justice, &c. The meeting, which was a strictly private one, lasted nearly 
two hours. 

Mr. F. W. Spencer writes to the Times with reference to the objection 
taken in the Dublin Bankruptcy Court to his appearing there as an 
English solicitor. He says: ‘‘I understand that a very general opinion 
prevails in the profession here that the objection was one which ought 
not to have been made. I am therefore very desirous, with your per- 
mission, to correct the impression conveyed by your necessarily brief 
report, that the objection met with the approval of the learned judge. 
This was certainly not the case. Judge Boyd stated that, so far as he 
was concerned, he should not have raised the objection, and expressed his 
regret that he was compelled to uphold it.”’ 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
APPEAL COURT 








Date. Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Kay. CHITTY. 
Monday, Jan 21 Mr. Rolt Mr. Koe Mr. Ward 
esday ........ Godfrey Clowes Pemberton 
Wednesday Rolt Koe Ward 
Thursday Godfrey Clowes Pemberton 
Friday ..... It oe Ward 
Saturday.............. Godfrey Clowes Pemberton 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NORTH. STIRLING. KEKEWICH. 
Monday, Jan.......000.0.... 21 Mr. Pugh Mr. Beal Mr. Jackson 
Tuesda: a vie Leach Carrington 
Wi Pugh Beal Jackson 
Thursday Lavie Leach Carrington 
riday Pugh Beal Jackson 
Saturday Lavie ach Carrington 











WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 11. 
JUINT STOCK COMPANIES. 





LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
LONDON RESTAURANTS, LIMITED.—Petn for winning up, presented Jan 5, directed | 
to be heard before Kay, J., on Saturday, Jan 19. Ingram & Co., Lincoln’s inn | 
fields, solors for petners 
PaTENT MONUMENT AvToMATIC Box Co., LimirTep.—Stirling, J., has fixed | 
ye Jan 25, at 12, at bis chambers, for the appointment of an official liqui- 
ator | 
: FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. } 
LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY SERVANTS’ (CHESTER AND HOLYHEAD | 
DISTRICT) FRIENDLY Society, General Railway Station, Chester. Jan7 
MAREFIKLD BENEVOLENT SOCIETY, National school, Markfield, Leicester. Jan 5 
SUSPENDED FOR THREE MONTHS. 
be FRIENDLY Socigty, Cross Keys Inn, Washington Village, Durham. 
an 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

ANGLO-AMERICAN WOOD CARPET Co., LIMITED.—Petn for winding up, presented 
Jan 11, directed to be heard before Kay, J., on Saturday, Jan 26. Benjamin, 
Telegraph st, solor for petner 

NyYLstR0oM Oo., LimiTeED.—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 10, directed to 
be heard before Chitty, J., on Saturday, Jan z6. Rogers, Great Winchester st, 
solor for petner 

OLD GUARD MINING Co., LimITED.—Chitty, J., has, by an order dated Nov 26, 
appoiated Freuerick Whinney, 8, Old Jewry, to be official liquidator. Credi- 
tors are required, on or before April 9, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. ‘thursday, April 18, at 
11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the denis and claims 

PUBLIC COMPANIES SHARE 'l RUST, LimiIrED.—Stirling, J., has fixed Wednesday, 
Jan 23, at 12, at his chambers, fur the appointment of an official liquidator 

UNLIMITED IN UHANCERY. 

LEOMINSTER AND BROMYARD RarLway Co.—Kay, J., has, by an order dated Dec 
17, appointed Richard Prescott Decie, Bockleton Court, Worcester, to be 
offical liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Fcb 18, to send their 
names and addresses, and the pa ticulars of their debts or claims, to the above. 
Monday, Feb 25, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims 


COUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

HARPURHEY PERMANENT BENEFIT BUILDING SOCIETY.— By an order made by the 
Court, uated Dec 27, it was ordered that the society be wound up. Rycroft, 
Manchester, solor for petner 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Dysnowase FRIBNDLY SOCIETY, Parochial Schoolroom, Borrowash, Derby. 
an 10 





NorticE.— Re-numbering of Victoria-street, Westminster.—THE SANITARY 
ENGINEERING COMPANY (established 1875), Specialists in House Drainage and 
Ventilation, &c., beg to notify that, in consequence of the compulsory re- 
numbering of the street by order of the Metropolitan Board, the number of 
their Offices and Exhibition Rooms is altered from 115 to 65, Victoria-street, 
Westminster (facing the Town Hall).—{ADvrt.} 

STAMMERERS AND STUTTERERS should read a little book by Mr. B. BEasLEy, 
Baron’s-court-house, W. Kensington, London. Price 13 stamps. Theauthor, after 
sultering nearly 40 years, cured himself by a method entirety his own.—[ADVT.} 











CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—F2ipay, Dec. 28. 
ToMLINsON, EDWARD, Middle Rasen, Lincoln, Farmer. Frearson v. Bird. Jan 25, 
C. W. Hill, 4, Bedford row 
London Gasette—FRIDAY, Jan. 4. 
JARVIS, Sir LEWIS WHINCOP, ryt Lynn, Norfolk, Kat. Feb 5. Thompson v 
Jarvis, North, J. Hale, 8t Mildred’s ct, Poultry 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 11. 
BEAUMONT. SARAH, York. Jan 31. Beaumont v Beaumont, North, J. Martin- 
son, Kingston upon Hull : - 
TOTTENHAM, ARTHUR LOFTUS, Glenfarne Hall, Leitrim, M.P. Feb 5. Harrison 
v Tottenham, Stirliog, J. Heath & Co., Mark lane 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 33. 
Last Day oF CLAM. 
London Gazette.—F RIDAY, Jan 4. 
App1son, Lucy, Culford rd, De Beauvoir Town. Feb 12. Savidge & Southern, 


Gracechurch st 
Bgrry, JOHN WILLIAM, Leybourne rd, Leytonstone. Feb 4. Voss, Bethnal 


green r 
BIRKETT, Mary, Marston, Lincoln, Grocer. Feb1t. Norledge, Newark 
BURCHELL, SARAH, Towcester, Northampton. Feb4. Greville, Towcester 
CaTLEY, HENRY, Claverton bldgs, Bath, Tax Collector. Feb 20. Little & Nash, 


th 

CHALMERS, JOHN, Keppel st, M.D. Feb15. Lindo & Oo, Coleman st 
Cuasz, Mary, Atheneum ter, Plymouth. April2. Elworthy & Co, Plymouth 
CRONHELM, JouHN, Camp rd, Leeds, Solicitor’s Clerk. Febi. Huntriss, Halifax 
DEAN, Wri~.1aM Ciapcort, Holdenhurs$, Southampton, Gent. Feb 1. Raw- 

lins & Rawlins, Wimborne 
EsBy, WILLIAM, Burslem, Stafford. Feb1. Tomkinson & Oo, Burslem 
Fiac, Henry, Cromwell rd. Jan 31. Barnard, Westminster Bric ge rd 


GraHaM, JAMES REGINALD, Rue de Chaillot, Paris. Feb 2. W!Iams & James, 


Norfolk st 
Hayter, Fanny, Gaysham Farm, Westerham. Feb 11. Wheatly & Co, New 


inn 
Hook, Saran, King st, Tunstall, Stafford. Jan 30, Llewellyn & Ackrill, Tun- 
tall 


8 
LAMBERT, EDWIN ARCHIBALD CHESTER, Duke st, St James’s. Feb 8. Sturt, 


Ironmonger lane 
LEGG, DavID, Rochester row, Boot and Shoe Maker. Feb 20. Nicholls, Lin- 


coln’s inn fields 
MAaRrsH, SARAH ELIZABETH READ, Walmer, Kent. Feb 12. Mercer, Deal 
ManrtTIN, Exiza, Bath. Feb20. Little & Nash, Bath 


MAsHITS&R, THOMAS, Priests, nr Romford, Essex, Esq. 
Malleson, Austin friars 2 , 

MILLER, Ema, Cotleigh rd, West Hampstead. Feb 15. Hicks & Arnold, King 
street 

Mitts, W1LL1AM, Aston juxta Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Feb1. Ansell 
& Ashtord, Birmingham s 

Morzis, JoHN, Liverpool, Bookkeeper, Feb 21, Rowe & Co, Liverpool 

Peck, Exiza, Lincoln. Feb 20, Stenton & Co, Southwell 

PoyNnbER, ELIZABETH, Tunbridge Wells. Feb 1. Street & Poynder, Lincoln’s 

ield 


inn fields 
READ, JaMgs (otherwise JAMES WILLIAM), Homington. Febs. Fulton & Pye- 


smith, bur 

RIcHENS, JOHN, N orth Standen, nr Hungerford, Farmer. Jan 31. Slade, 
Wallingford 

Rowson, CHARLES, Manchester, Commercial Olerk, Marchi. Dowling, Man- 
chester 

SEAL, SAMUEL, Agbrigg, Sandal Magna, York, Retired Stone Merchant. Feb 1. 
Harrison & Co, Waketieid Ke ee 

Simpson, JAMES TENNANT, Moorgate st, Solicitor. March 1. Nickinson & Oo, 
Chancery lane 

STUART, CATHERINE MARY HARRIET, Inverness ter, Bayswater. Marchi. Law- 
tord & Co, Austin friars s 

SURTEES, FREDERIC RICHARD, Boxley Abbey, Kent, Esq. Feb 1. Monckton & 
Son, Maidstone é 

TuRTON, JOHN, Leeds, Hay and Corn Merchant. Feb 12. Ford & Warren, 

Ss 


March 1. Wadeson & 


e 

VAUGHAN, JAMES HENRY, Streatham common, Gent. Jan 31, Barnard, 
Westminster Bridge rd 

VELTMANN, LOUIS HENRY PoTTER, George st, Hanover sq, Gent. Jan 29. 
OUlarke & Vo, Lincoln’s inn fiel 

WELLER, ELISA, Ubesterfield. Feb 1. Briggs, Derby 

WOLSTENHOLMB, SAMUEL, Stretford, nr Manchester, Painter. Feb 16. A.& 
G,. W. Fox, Manchester 

London Gaszette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 8. 
AUSTEN, HENRY JEFFREY, Wadhurst, Auctioneer. Feb 2. Aitkens & Andrews 


Ticehurst 
BINKs, W ILLIAM, Thorneley, Durham, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Feb 9. Watson 


& Swith, Durham ™ . 
BgIce, ALEXANDER, New Hampton,Gent. Feb16. Cann & Son, Fenchurch st 


Brook, WILLIAM, Henley, Suffolk, Farmer. Feb5. Kingsford, Ipswich 
CHEESMAN, J AMES, Wadhurst, Merchant. Feb 2. Aitkens & Andrews, Ticehurst 


CoLLIns, EDWARD, Northlea, Dunham Massey, Chester, Corn Miller. Jan 23, 


Slater & Co, Manchester 
CoLLins, Jaume, Kennington pk rd, Gent. Feb10, Childs, Paul’s Bakehouse ct- 


CoupEr, JouN, Paul st, Finsbury, Baker. Feb 15. Kilsby, College hill 
DUMBLE, JoHN SPEAR, Gower pl, Euston rd, Tailor Feb 19. Dumble, Chaddle, 


w Plympton 
GarsFoRD, EpwazD SANps, Mitre ct, Temple, Solicitor. Feb 18. Thompson & 
Son, Devereux chmbrs Hull 


HABBERSHAW, THOMAS, Bewholme, East Riding, York, Gent. Feb 1. ‘Todd, 


HEATHER, Rev WILLIAM Mowtasus . ns Gutter Vicarage, Stafford, Clerk in 
Holy Orders. Feb 1. lian ° orne 
Huonss. Frances, Marsh Ino, Rhuddlan Flint. Feb 1. Alun Lloyd, St Asaph 


JORDAN, SWINFEN, Victoria sq, Bristol. Jan 29. Meade-King & Bigg, Bristol 

KapWELL, Hannan, Hayes Common, Kent. Feb 12, Crowther, Chancery lane 

Kay, ANNIE, Woodbine st, South Shields. Feb 28. Rennoldson, South Shields 

Kay, ELizaBETH, Woodbine st, South Shields. Feb 28. Rennoldson, South 
Shields 
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LAEKE. EDMUND, Silfield Lox on: Wymondham, 
Whites & Pomeroy, Wymondham 





24. Vincent, Ryde 
Mitman, Frances MAnIA, Winchester rd, Oxford. 
Craven st 


Elsdon & Dransfield. Newcastle upon ‘lyne 


NEwWIcK, HENRY WILLIAM CuInGkyY, Coronation rd, Bristol. 


Watts, Bristol 
PATTERSON, JAMES, Alnwick, 
Alnwich 


ner & Low. Kin 


Norfolk, Farmer 
Mappock. Rev. HENRY JOHN, Tremadoc, Shanklin, Clerk in Holy Orders. Feb 
Feb 14. 


PETERS, JANRT, Silver st, Newcastle upon Tyne, Lodging-house Keeper. Feb 21. 


Northumberland, Farmer. Feb 28. 


PEDDER, WILLIAM GEORGE, Revenue Secretary at the India Office. 


Jan. 19, 1889. 











“Feb 25. SALMON, SARAR, Ipswich. 








Feb 28. Salmon, Bond ct 


Scott, HENRIETTA CHARLOTTE, Portland pl, Brighton. Feb 5. Harker, Brighton 


Jan31, Bramble & Bucklersbury 
; WADDINGTON, ELIZA ANN, 
Hindmarsh, chinson, Bradford 


Feb 18. Auckland 


Woops, FRANCIS, Martlesham, Suffolk, Cattle Dealer. 


POOLEY, HELEN, Elm pl, Bath Feb 16 Fuller, Coleman st bridge 


POYTRESS, JOHN, Gloucester, Provision Merchant. 
Gloucester 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gaszette—FRIDAY, Jan, 11, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ANDERSON, CHARLES EDWARD, Boundary st, Shore- 
ditch, Public-house Manager High Court Pet 
Jan7 Ord Jan7 

Bat BY, JAMES, Daubhill, nr Bolton, Biscuit Manu- 
facturer Bolton Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 

BAILEY, JAMES RICHARD, Barnsley, Yorkshire, 
Plumber Barnsley Pet Jans Ord Jans 

Batu, THomas, Kingsland rd, Plumber High Court 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

BLACKMORE, WILLIAM, Sidbury, Devonshire, Yeo- 
man Exeter Pet Deci9 Ord Jan9 

CaMIDGE, Hinry Crump, York, Law Stationer 
York PetJan7 Ord Jan7 

CARTER. JOSEPH, Oxford, Tobacconist Oxford Pet 
Jan8 Ora Jan8s 

CHARNLEY, WILLIAM ALFRED EDWARD, and RICHARD 
ALFRED BENYON, Rochdale, Joiners Oldham 
Pet Jan8& Ord Jans 

CLARKE, JOHN, Nottingham, out of business Not- 
tingham PetJan7 Ord Jan7 

Cripps, ALFRED JOHN, Belmont rd, Tottenham, 
‘limber Surveyor Edinonton Pet Jan 9 Ord 
Jan 

DARBY, JOHN, Gt Ellingham, Norfolk, Farmer Nor- 
wich PetJan9 OrdJan9 

Epwarps, GEORGE WILLIAM, Willesborough, Kent, 
Auctioneer’s Assistant Canterbury Pct Jan 7 
Ord Jan7 

ELLioTr, CHARLES, Bradfield, York, Farmer 
field PetJan9 OrdJan9g 

Exton, WILLIAM WALTER and ALFRED GEORGE 
BuRTON, Birkbeck rd, Kingsland, Builders High 
Court Petsepts Ord Jan9 

Fostsr, WILLIAM, Lane Head, Staffordshire, Coal 
Master Wolverhampton Pet Jan8 OrdJan9 

GEERING, HENRY JAMES. Brighton, Butcher Brigh- 
ton PetJan8 Ord Jans 

GOODSTONE, Hyman, Leeds, Slipper Manufacturer 
Leeds PetJan9 Ord Jang 

Hakrniésss, Tom, Babworth, Notts, Farmer Lincoln 
Pet Jan 4 Ord Jan 7 

Hargison, WILLIAM, Church Broughton, Derbyshire, 
Carrier Burton on Trent Pet Jan7 OrdJans 

HATCHER, HARRY PRATT, Worthing, Hotel Pro- 
prietor Brighton PetJan4 Ord Jan4 

—_ ee Swansea, Tailor Swansea Pet Jan 7 


Shef- 


Lacey, GnORGE, Third avenue, Queen’s pk, Chelsea, 
Bricklayer High Court PetJans Ord Jans 
LEEK, JOHN, and KICHARD LEEK, Nottingham, Coal 

Merchants Nottingham PetJan7 Ord Jan7 
LEGGE, WILLIAM, Calverley, Bradford, out of busi- 
ness_ Bradford PetJan7 Ord Jan7 
Lrvy, JOSEPH SOLOMON, Barbican, Importer of 
Clocks High Court Pet Jan8 Ord Jans 
Lovett, WILLIAM, and GEORGE BROOKBANES, Bir- 
mingham. Tin Plate Workers Birmmgham Pet 
Jan’ 9 OrdJan9g 
McKiniay, PETKR, and WILLIAM Bonn, Cpoee 
Ee st, Iron Merchants High Court Pet Jan8 
r¢ 
Morgan, ROBERT, Birfield rd, Clapham, Oilman 
High Court PetJan9 OrdJan9 
MULLIS, WILLIAM HENRY, Scruttun st, Shoreditch, 
Mason High Court PetJan7 Ord Jan7 
NEwson, WALTER GEORGE, 7 ne Baker Gt 
Yarmouth PetJans Ord Jan8 
a jun, Derby, Tailor Derby Pet Jan 
7 r 
REES, JAMES, Dowlais, Glamorganshire, Yeast Mer- 
chant Merthyr Tydfil PetJan9g Ord Jan9 
RICHARDS, JAMES, Pembroke Dock, Tailor Pembroke 
Docks PetJan7 Ord Jan7 
RUTLAND, WILLIAM JAMES, Black Lion lane, Ham- 
mersmith, Builder High Court PetJan9 Ord 
an 9 
STRVENS, ELlsaH, Stourbridge, Galvanizer Stour- 
bridge Pet Dec10 Ord Dec 20 
Styan, HaRnry &MITH, Stone bidirgs, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Sept v0 Ord Jan7 
TiTLEY, W1111AM, Denby Dale, Yorks, Farmer Hud- 
dersfield Pet Janz Ord Jan 8 
TivupGEoN, Epwrx, Camborne, Cornwall, 
Teacher Truro Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 7 
TuckER, WILLIAM EpwakbD, Thavies inn, Holborn 
circus, Watch Agent High Court Pet Jan 9 
Ord Jan 9 
TUTTLE, PATRICK, Botton, Provision Dealer Bolton 
Pet Jans Ord Jan8 
Wakk, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Barnwell rd, Brixton, 
Jeweller High Court Pet Jan 9 Ord Jan 9 
Wuitt, Francis, Manchester, Grocer Manchester | 
Pet Dec13 Ord Jan9 


Music 


Feb 8. Bretherton & Son, 


WooLLEy™ CLARA, Avenue 





WINNE, EDGAR Deen, Bristol, Toy Maker Bristol 
Pet Jan7 OrdJ 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALFoRD, RICHARD, Neath, Glam, Grocer 
Jan 22at12 Castle Hotel, Neath 

ALLEN, JOSEPH JOHN WILLIAM, Belsize pk, South 
Hampstead, Chemist High Court Jan 18 at 1 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

BAILEY, JAMES, Bolton, Biscuit Maker Bolton Jan 
24at11 16, Wood st, Bolton 

BURGESS, GEORGE, Folkestone, Licensed Victualler 
Canterbury Jan 18 at 9.30 Off Rec, 5, Castle st, 
Canterbury 

CAMIDGE, HENRY CRUMP, York, Law Stationer 
York Jan2iati2 Off Rec, York 

Evans, Isaac W, Carnarvon, Boot Dealer Bangor 
Jan 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, Crypt chbrs, Chester 

GILLAM, CHARLES ABRAHAM, Kidderminster, Wood 
Dealer Kidderminster Jan 18 at 2 Roden & 
Dawes, solors, Kidderminster 

fiinp, JosErH, Beverley, 1 orks, Gent Kingston 
upon Hull Jan19 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House 
lane, Hull 

HuGuHes, Ropert Davin, Tycelyn, Penmaenmawr, 
Carnarvonshire, Grocer Bangor Jan2satz Off 
Rec, OUrypt chbrs, Chester 

HUNTER, JAMES GREY, Reading, Travelling Draper 
Reading Jan 18 at 1 King’s arms Hotel, Swindon 

JEFFs, HENRY, Colwyn Bay, Denbighshire, Fisao- 
monger Bangor Jan 23at12 Off Rec, 3, Haven 
st, Gt Grimsby 

JONES, JOHN, Swansea, Tailor Swansea Jan 19 at12 
Ott Rec, 6, Kutiand st, Swansea 

Kay, Joun, Tottenham Court rd, Draper’s Assistant 
High Court Jan 18 at 2.30 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
inn 

KELLY, RoBpeRT HENRY, Bilston, Staffs, Provision 
Dealer Wolve srhampton Jan 29 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, Wolverhampton 

LEGGE, WILLIAM, Calverley, Bradford, out of busi- 
re Jan 2iati1 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Brad- 
torc 

Lock, JAMES, Ford, Wiltshire, Miller Jan 23 at 12.30 
Ott Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 

NEWSON, WALTER GEORGE, Lowestoft, Baker Jan 19 - 
ati2 Off Kec, 8, King st, Norwich 

NEWTON, Isaac, jun, Derby, Tailor Jan2iat3 Off 
Rec, St James's chmbrs, Der 

NEWTON, WILLIAM, Tamworth, Staffs, Baker Jan 22 
at12 Peel Arms Hotel, Tamworth 

PEARCE, CHARLES MILES. Gorleston, Suffolk, Boot 
Dealer Jani9at1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

PEDDER, ALBRT, Luton, Beds, Saddle Maker Jan24 
atil Oft Rec, Park st West, Luton 

RAMSDEN, WILLIAM, Ipsley, Warwickshire, Farm 
Bailiff Jan 22 at 11.30 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

SHARPE, GEORGE, Bridge st, Glass Merchant Jan 18 
at 2.30 33, Carey st, Lincoin’s inn 

SIMMONS, JOIN, Upper Maryleboue st West, Grocer 
Jan 18 ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Portugal st, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 

Stout, JAMES, Hertford 
Arms Hotel, Hertford 

SUTHERLAND, CHARLES, St_Helens, Lancs, Joiner 
Jan 22at3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool | 

TASKER, EDMUND ADAMS, Featherstone, Yorks, Iron- 
monger JaniS8atil Off Rec, Bond ter, Wake- 
fiel 

TITLEY, WILLIAM, Denby Dale, Yorks, Farmer Jan 
a ” il Haigh & Son, solors, New st, Hudders- 

e 

TUTTLE, PATRICK, Bolton, Provision Dealer 
atilt 16, Wood st, Bolton 

WILEINS, ROBERT OAKLEY, Rowhook, Sussex, Farmer | 
Jan 21 at2 King’s Head, Horsham 

WILLIAMS, JoHN, Denbigh, Timber Merchant Jan 
18at2. Off Rec, Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

WINNE, Epcar Dak 1us, Bristol, Toy Maker 
ati Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 

WISEMAN, BENJAMIN, Castle ‘st, Battersea, Egg Mer- 
chant Jan 2iat3 119, Victoria st, Westminster 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of Jan. 4 


Neath 


Jan 18 at 12 Dimsdale 


Jan 22 


Jan 23 


WHITELEY, CHARLES HIcKSON, Chester, Organ 
Builier Jan 15 at 3 Off Rec, Crypt chbrs, 
Chester 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the Lo.don Gazette of Jan. 8, 
THOMAS, WILLIAM, Holt, Denbighshire, Grocer Jan 

16 at 11,30 Off Rec, Crypt chbrs, Chester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ADAMS, JAMES, Corbyn st, Hornsey Rise, Builder | 


High Court Pet Oct5 Ord Jan9 


| TRUDGEON, 


| WHITE, 


SHEALER, ELIZABETH, Lawford gdns, Rugby. Jan12. Seabroke, Rugby 
Radcliffes & Catcr, | Sirva, Kate, St Mark’s rd, Notting hill. 
TURNER, ABRAHAM, East Molesey. 
TWYNAM, Mary CHARLOTTE GIBSON, Jerusalem, Palestine. March 11. 


Feb 18. Tamplin & Co, Fenchurch st 
Feb 2. Durham, Chancery lane 

Twynam, 
Melbourne pl, Horton, Bradford. March 28. Hut- 


Wank, JOHN, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Retired Hosier. Jan 31. Edgar, Bishop 


Feb 15. Welton, Wood- 
rd, Regent’s pk. Feb 14. Lowe & Co, Temple gdns 


BAILEY, JAMES RICHARD, er gny| Yorks, Plumber 
Barnsley Pet Jan8_ Ord J : 
BIRCHALL, REGINALD, Pn Lag , ee High 
Court Pet Nov 21 Ord Jan7 

CAMIDGE, HENRY CRUMP, York, Law Stationer 
York Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 

CHARNLEY, WILLIAM ALFRED EDWAED, and RICHARD 
ALFRED BENYON, Rochdale, Joiners Oldham Pet 
Jan8 Ord Jans 

CLARKE, JAMES HENRY, Gateshead, out of business 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Dec 29 Ord Jan5 

CorRNISH, PHILIP, the younger, Leyton, Essex, 
Builder High Court Pet Aug7 Ord Jans 

DARBY, JOHN, Gt Ellingham, Norfolk, Farmer Nor- 
wich PetJans8 Ord Jang 

EDWARDS, GEORGE WILLIAM, Willesborough, Kent, 
Auctioneer’s Assistant Canterbur y Pet Jan 
Ord Jan7 9 ; 

ELLIOTT, CHARLES, Bockesfield, Yorks, Farmer Shef- 
tield PetJansS OrdJan 9 

FLEET, JOHN, Tarporley, Cheshire, Builder Nant- 
wich and Crewe Pet Jan3 Ord Jan8 

FISHER, GEORGE, and STANLEY FISHER, Oamberwell 
rd, Builders High Court Pet Augi5 Ord Jan7 

GEERING, HENRY JAMES, _ Brighton, Butcher 
Brighton PetJans Ord Jans 

GoopsTONE, HYMAN, Leeds, Slipper Manufacturer 
Leeds Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

GoOsWkLL, WILLIAM, Midgham, Berks, Carpenter 
Newbury Pet Dec8 Ord Jan5 

GREENSMITH, NEWCOMBE G, Hillside sete, Stamford 
hill, Publican High Court Pet Dec5 Ord Jan 9 

HARNIESS, Tom, Babworth, Notts, F’ armer Lincoln 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan7 

Harrison, WILLIAM, Church Broughton, Deve shire, 
Varrier Burtonon Trent PetJan7 OrdJans 

HATCHER, Harry Pratt, Worthing, Hotel Proprieto: 
Brighton Pet Jan3 OrdJan4 

HENSCHEL, CHARLES EDWARD, Leadenhall st, Export 
Merchant High Court Pet Dec6 Ord Jan7 

HOWLAND. WILLIAM HARMAN, Reading, out of busi- 
ness Reading PetJdJan2 Ord Jans 

LEEK. JOHN, and RicHarD LEEK, Nottingham, Coal 
Merchants Nottingham Pet "Jan7 Ord Jan 7 

LEGGE, WILLIAM, Calverley, Bradford, out of business 
Bradford Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 

LIDSTONE, FREDERICK BARTLETT, Warwick rd, Ken- 
sington High Court Pet Nov27 Ord Jan 

Luoyp, Davin Davigs, Clydach, Glamorganshire, 
Commission Agent Swansea PetJan4 OrdJan7 

Lock, JaMES, Ford, Wilts, Miller Bath Pet Jan2 
Ord Jan 8 

Makgks, Isaac, Newport a Outfitter 
Mon Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 

MOosEs, JAMES YOUNG, Wroxall, I.W., Mason New- 
port and Ryde Pet Dec 15 "Ord Dec 15 

MULLIS, WILLIAM HENRY, Scrutton st, Shoreditch, 
Mason High Court PetJan7 Ord Jan7 

NEWSON, WALTER GEORGE, ~ + Baker Great 
Yarmouth PetJans8 OrdJ 

NEWTON, Isaac, jun, Derby, Tailor 
7 Ord Jan7 

NICHOLAS, ORLANDO, Chester ter, Eaton sq, Jeweller 
High Court Pet Dec i8 Ord Jan8 

OLDRIDGE, GEORGE, Selby, = eeme, Wine Merchant 
York Pet Dec5 Ord Jan 

PAINE, CHARLES WILLIAM, saue ter, Eaton sq, 
Jeweller High Court Pet Deci8 OrdJan9 


Newport, 


"bate Pet Jan 


| PEARCE, OHARLES MILES, Gorleston, Suffolk, Boot 


Dealer Great Yarmouth Pet Jan4 OrdJan® 

RAMSDEN, WILLIAM, Ipsley, Warwickshire, Farm 
Bailiff Oxford Pet Jani Ord Jan7 

REES, JAMES, Dowlais, Glamorganshire, Yeast Mer- 
chant Merthyr Tydfil PetJan9 Ord Jan9 

RICHARDS, JAMES, Pembroke Dock, Tailor Pembrote 
Dock PetJan6 Ord Jan7 

Ross, CoLin, and JaMEs Ross, Liverpool, Account- 
ants Liverpool Pet Deci3 OrdJan 9 

RUTLAND, WILLIAM JAMES, Black Lion lane, Ham- 
‘: mersmith, Builder High Court PetJan Ord 

ang 

STEVENS, Exv1sau, The Lye, Stourbridge, Galvaniz:r 
Stourbridge Pet Dec10 Ord Janz 

STYLES, AUGUSTINE, Bexley Heath, Kent, 
Rochester Pet Dec1tt OrdJan 8 

SUTHERLAND, CHARLES, St Helens, Joiner Liverpovl 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Jang ’ 

TITLEY, WILLIAM, Denby Dale. Yorks, Farmer Hud- 
dersfield Pet Jan7 Ord Jans 

Epwiy, Camborne, Cornwall, 
Teacher Truro PetJan7 OrdJans 

WARR, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Barnweil ri. Brixton, 
Jeweller High Court Pet Jan9 OrdJangy 

Tuomas GEoRGE, Ventnor, Shoe'ng Smith 
Newport andRyde Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 19 

WRIGHT, CHARLES AUGUSTUS, Chancery lane, 8 liici- 
tor High Uourt Pet Oct1 Ord Jan7 


Suilder 


Music 
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WRIGHT, GEORGE HENRY, Motsingham, 
Nottingham Pet Dec?sS Ord Jan4 
Yarrow, Joun THomas, Blenheim rd, Upper Hollo- 
way, Saw Mill Proprietor High Court Pet Dec 
20 Ord Jan7 

YounGMAN, H. W, Collyer terr, Norwood, Butcher 
High Court Pet Dect Ord Jans 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Ciazette of Oct. 19. 
ROPER, WILLIAM JOHN SEWARD BARON, Birkenhead, 
Builder Birkenhead Pet June22 Ord Oct 15 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan, 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BELL, W G, Green lanes, Haverstock hill, 
High Court Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 10 

BootH, JONATHAN MARSHALL, Charterhouse bldgs, 
Aldersgate st, Agent High Court Pet Jan 10 
Ord Jan 10 

BRADLEY, ALFRED, Nottingham, out of business 
Nottingham PetJanii Ord Jani 

Brown, JOHN, and ALFRED Brown, Aldershot, 
Grocers Guildford and Godalming Pet Jan 10 
Ord Jan 10 

BUCKLAND, STEPHEN, Haverfordwest, Draper 
broke Dock Pet Jani2 Ord Jan 12 

BYHAM, ELIJAH WILLIAM, C lchester, Carter Col- 


Grocer 


Pem- 


Grocer | 








ALFRED BENYON, Merefield, Sasheaie, Joiners 
Jan 22 at 11.30 Townhall, Rochdale 

CLARKE, JOHN, Nottingham, out of business Jan 22 
atti Off Ree, 1, High pavement, Nottingham 

| DALLAS, JOHN, Strand, Banjo Maker Jan 23 at 11 

33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


26 at 1230 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

DAVIES, BENJAMIN. Coan. Carmarthenshire. General 
Shop Keeper Jan 80atii Off Rec, 11, Quay st, 
Carmarthen 

Daviks, Davip, Old Hardwick, Salop, Farmer Jan 
24 at2.30 Bridgewater Hotel, Ellesmere 

DEANS, JAMES, Harrogate, Hosier Jan 25 at 12.30 
Otf Ree, York 

Dreiock, ARTHUR LUKE, Lewes, Sussex, Commission 
Agent Jan 23 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, 
Brighton 

—- ALFRED, Deal, Wine Merchant Jan 25 at 9.30 

Off Rec, 5, Castle st, Canterbury 

EADE, WILLIAM HOWLING, Hadleigh, Suffolk, out of 
business Jan 22atil Off Rec, Ipswich 

EastTwoop, FRED, Accrington, Mineral and Produce 
Broker Jan 23 at 3.30 Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, 
Bridge st, Manchester 

EDWARDS, GEORGE WILLIAM, Willesborough, Kent. 
Auctioneer’s Assistant Jan 22 at 11 Mowll & 
Mowll, Bank st. Ashford 





chester Pet Janii Ord Jan 11 
Byway, MAtcomm, Man -¥ ter, Man- 
chester Pet Jan1i2 Ord Jan 12 
IAM, West Hartlepool, 
Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan .2 


CALVERT, FREDERICK W ILI 
Outfitter Sunderland 
CLAYTON, EpMuUND JOHN, Birkenhead, out of buai- 
ness Birkenhead Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 9 
DAVIS, CHARLES EDM1 
Pet Janii Ord Jan 11 
DEANS, JAMES, Harrogate, Yorks, Hosier York Pet 
Dec 28 OrdJan ili 
Dutt, ALFRED, Deal, Wine Canterbury 
Pet Jan10 Ord Jan 10 
EabDe£, WILLIAM HOWLING, Hadleigh, Suffolk, out of 
business Ipswich PetJan9 Ord Jan9 | 
FORDSMITH, ALFRED, Chapel Allerton Leeds, Photo- |! 
grapher’s Assistant Leeds Pet Jan 11 Ord 
van 11 
TF RaANcISs, HENRY, Chester terr, Eaton sq, Commission 
rent High Covrt PetJani1 Ord Jan 12 
tEENBURG, Morris, York rd, Battersea, Tailor 
Wandsworth Pet Dec 11 Ord Jan 10 
HARVEY, CATHERINE, Henley, Salop, 
minster Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 12 
HAWEEY, THoMAS HENRY, St Columb Major, Corn: 
wall, Builder Truro PetJani2 OrdJani2 
Hoae, WILLIAM, Sheffield, Dentist Sheffield Pet 
Jani1 Ord Jan it 
HOWELL, JoHN Morris PEaArcE, Bristol, Builder 
High Court Pet Dec31 Ord Jan 12 
ones Harry, Newington green, Engineer High 
ourt Pet Jani2 Ord Jan 12 
Hure JANE ELIZABETH, Kew rd, Richmond, Builder 
Vandsworth Pet Dec19 Ord Jan 10 
JONES, JOHN, Swansea, Draper Swansea Pet Jan 10 
Ord Jan 10 
JORDAN, HENRY JOHN, Leicester, Solicitors’ Clerk 
Leicester Pet Jan 10 OrdJan 10 
Kent, Horace, Mitre ct chmbrs, Temple, Barrister 
etlaw High Court Pet Sept22 Ord Janil 
KNIGHT, GEORGE MERRETT, Hambledon, Hampshire, 
Butcher Southampton Pet Jani2 Ord Jani2 
LITTLEWOOD, HENRY LEONARD, Ravensthorpe, Mir- 
—. Yorks, Joiner Dewsbury PetJan10 Ord 
Jan 10 
Lovucn, ALFRED, Hampton Gay, Oxfordshire, Farmer 
Oxtord PetJan10 Ord vom 10 
Luton, GEORGE, Chriep st, Poplar, Greengrocer 
High Court Pet oy 10 Onn an 10 
PEARMAN, HENRY, Strard Wandsworth Pet Oct 25 
Ord Jan 10 
PIKE, FREDERICK R, Trebovir rd, Earl’s Court High 
Court Pet Oct 22 OrdJan it 
REEK, J C, Landport, Hauts, Grocer Portsmouth 
Pet Jan 3 Ord Jan9 
Sprnks, Morriss, Liandudno, Carnarvonshire, Dra- 
per Bangor PetJanit Ord Janil 
TOWNSEND, THOMAS, and SAMUEL GREGORY ScaR- 
BOROUGH, Leicester, Bootmakers Leicester Pet 
Jan10 OrdJan10 
WARNER, Isaac, Bromley, Baker 
Dec 19 Ord Jan 10 
WHITLOCK, E W, Mitcham lane, Streatham, Builder 
Wandsworth Pet Dec13 Ord Jan 10 
WILLIAMS, G C, Hatton gdn, Holborn, Factor High 
Court Pet Nov29 OrdJan 10 


Plumber 


Merchant 





Farmer L:o- 








High Court Pet 


Woop, Raymonp, Blurton rd, Clapton, Builder 
High Court Pet Oct5 Ord Jan 10 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
ANDERSON, FRANCIS, Liverpool, Broker Jan 23 at. 
2.80 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


ARI, ANTONIO LALA, St Leonards, Gent 
Young & Son, Bank bldngs, Hastings 

Batt, HENRY JAMES, and JOUN POTTE R, Sinclair rd, 
Hammersmith, Builders Jan 22 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bidngs, Lincoln’s inn 

BECKETT, WILLIAM BuRFoRD, Croydon, Warehouse 
Clerk Jan 22 at3_ 119, Victoria st, Westmins'er | 

BELLAMY, WILLIAM THOMAS, Great Grimsby, Boot ; 
Dealer Jan23at1i Off Rec, 3, Haven st, Great 
Grimsby 

BLUNDELL, JOHN COMBERBACH, 
Manutacturer Jan 25 at 2 
st, Liverpool 

BLUNDELL, WILLIAM SMALLEY, 
Manufacturer Jan 25 at 3 
st. Liverpool 

CHAPMAN, JouN, Uppingham, Rutlandshire, Plumber 
Jan 24at3 Off Rec, 28, Friar lane, Leicester | 

ALP NE DEDWAED, and RICHARD | 


Jan 22 at 2 





Liverpool, Watch 
Otf Ree, 35, Victoria 


Liverpool, Watch 
Otf Rec, 35, Victoria | 





CHARNLEY, WILLIAM 





ND, Bath, Gas Engiveer Bath | @panam, GEORGE, Queen Victoria st, Stuff Woollen 


HARRISON, 


Nottingham Pet Janiit Ord Jan 11 

| Buss, THomas, Horsmonden, Kent, Farmer Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet Dec13 Ord Jan 11 

| Byway, MALcoLM, Manchester, Plumber Manches- 


Eskon, ADOLPH, Rupert * Whitechapel, Money 
Lender Jan 22 at 11 Carey st, Lincoln’s rend 

Fost — WwW ILLIAM, Lane Head. Statford, Coal Master 
Jan 25 at 3.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

GEEEING, HENRY JAMES, Brighton, Butcher Jan 23 
at3 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldngs. Brighton 

GOLDSTRAW, PAUL. Liverpool, Auctioneer Jan 23 at 
3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


Merchant Jan 24 at 12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
inn 
Derby, 


Witram, Church eogetie. 
St James’s chmbrs, 


Carrier Jan22at3 Off Rec, 
Derby 


Darby, JOHN, Gt Ellingham, Norfolk, i sya Jan 





| HaywarD, GEORGE JAMES, Whitecross st, St Lukes, 


Cheesemonger Jan 24 at il 
coln’s inn 

Humpurey, HENRY, Washington, Su-sex, 
Jan 22 at 12 Off Ree, 4, Fovilcn blaine 3, Brighton | 

JONES, JOHN, Swansea, Draper Jan 24 at 12) Off | 
Rec, 6, Rutland st, Swansea 

JORDAN, HENRY JOHN, Leicester, Solicitor’s Clerk | 
Jan 25 at 12.30 Off Rec, 28, Friar lane, Leicester 

LEEK, JOHN, and Ricnarp LEEK, Nottingham, Coal 
Merchaats Janz2at12 Off Rec, 1, High pave- 
ment. Nottingham 

Luioyp, Davip Davigs, Clydach, Glamorganshire, 
Commission Agent Jan 23at12 Off Rec, 6, Rut- 

land st. Swansea 


Maaos, Tuomas JOHN WILITAM, Norwich, Publican | 
Jan 26at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich | 

Moork, SAMUEL, Walsall, Statfs, Gig Saddle Manu- 
facturer Jan 23 at 1030 Off Rec, Walsall 

Rea, ELLEN, Gt Grimsby, Schooimistre-s Jan 23 at 
10 Off Rec, 3. Haven st, Gt Grimsby 

REEK, JESSE CAMERON, Landport, Hants, Grocer 
Jan 28at3 166, Queen st, Portsea 

RIcHARDS, JAMES, Pembroke Dock, Tailor Feb 1 at 
12 Temperance Hall, Pembroke Dock 

SHACKLADY, JOHN, Rainford, Lancs, Farmer 
at2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver pool 

SHIELDS, ALEXANDER, Railton rd, Herne Hill, Book- 
seller Jan 22at 1 33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 

STEPHENS, ELIJAH, the Lye, Stourbridge, Galvanizer 
Jan 23.at2 Off Rec, Dudley 

STRELETSKIE, JACOB SAMUEL, Newcastle st, White- 
chapel, Diamond Polisher Jan 22 at12 33, Carey 
st, incoln’ sinn 

SUTTON, ARTHUR, Moore, Cheshire, Farmer Jan 22 
= 12 Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Man- 
chester 

THOMSON, CORNELIUS FORTUNE, Kingsland High st, 
Draper Jan 22 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Lin- 
coln’s inn 

TOWNSEND, THomas, and SAMUEL GREGORY SCAR- 
BOROUGH, Leicester, Boot Manufacturers Jan 24 


33, Carey st, Lin- 








Jan 23 


at 12.30 Off Rec, 28, Friar lane, Leicester 
TrupGEoN, Epwin, Camborne, Cornwall, Music 
Teacher Jan 22 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, 
Truro 
Wuitsz, Francis, Ancoats, Manchester, (Grocer 
Jan 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, 
Manchester 


YARROW, JOHN THomas, Blenheim rd, Upper_Hol- 
loway, Saw Mill Proprietor Jan 22 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Acott, HENRY, Nettlestead, Kent, 
Maidstone Pet Dec13 wrd Jan 11 

ALFORD, RICHARD, Neath, Glamorganshire, Grocer 
Neath Pet Dec 31_ Ord Jan ii 

ANDERSON, CHARLES EDWARD, Boundary st, Shore- 
ditch, Public-house Manager High Court Pet 
Jan7 Ord Jan 10 

ANDERSON, FRANCIS, 1" oat Broker 
Pet Dec13 Ord Jan 12 

BooTH, JONATHAN MARSHALL, Charterhouse blidgs, 
Aldersgate st, Agent High Court Pet Jan 10 
Ord Jan 10 

BRADLEY, ALFRED, Nottingham, out of business 


Fruit Grower 


Liverpool 


ter PetJani2 Ord Jan 12 

CALVERT FREDERICK WILLIAM, West Magiepest, 
Outfitter Sunderland Pet Jan12 Ord Jan 12 

CuuRcHILL, Frep, Upper Parkstone, Dorset, Corn 
Dealer Poole Pet Nov 27 Ord Jan 10 

CLARKE, JOHN, Nottingham, out of business Notting- 
ham PetJan7 Ord Jan 12 





Miller 


Caapnoce, E, Senet st, Colliery Peashan 
h Court Pet Ma ~ ord Jan 12 
now Davi, Old H: alop, Farmer Wrex- 
ham Pet Jan 4 Ord Jan 10 
Dez Latour, Paeryne. tome vale High Court 
Pet Sept 11 Ord Jan 
ct Slate Merchant Stock- 


port Pet Dec 29 Ord Jan 11 

EavbE, WILLIAM HOWLING, Hadleigh, Putte, out of 
business Ipswich PetJan7 Ord Jan9 

ENRIGHT, ANDREW, Cannon st, Commission Agent 
High Court Pet Dec15 Ord Jan12 

Eskon, ADOLPH, Rupert st, Whitechapel, Money 
Lender High VCourt Pet Nov 30 Ord Jan it 

Evans, Isaac . + hire Boot Dealer Bangor 
Pet Dec1 ord Jan il 

Fawcett, WILLIAM, Leeds, Milk Dealer Leeis Pet 
Dec 22 Ord Jan 12 

— ALFRED, Chapel Allerton, Leeds, Photo- 
—- 8 Assistant Leeds Pet Jan 11 Ord 


GOLDSTRAW, PAUL, Liverpool, Auctioneer Liverpool 
Pet Jan's OrdJanit . 


HAMILTON, Capt. F. H., Park os, Rageate pk High 
Court Pet July 81 Ord J 

HAWEEY, THomas HENRY. Stu Uctumb Major, Corn- 
wall, Builder Truro Pet Jani2 Ord Jan 12 

Haywakp, GEORGE JAMES, Whitecross st, St Luke’s 
Cheesemonger High Court Pet Dec 20 ‘Ord 


an 10 
Hoaeec, Witi1aMm, Sheffield, Dentist, Sheffield Pet 
Jan ii Ord Jan it 
HONYWOOD, PHILIP CoURTENAY, Eaton terr, Eaton 
Sq. no occupation High Court Pet Dec 22 Ord 


n 12 
HvGHES, WILLIAM, Newcastle. _Saop. Farmer Leo- 
minster Pet Nov: Ord 


J os J Lmmag Swansea, Deeper ‘Sine Pet Jan 10 
rd e 
JONES. yay ae Tailor Swansea Pet Jan7 
ang 

JORDAN, HENRY JOHN, Lafeosten, gam w's Clerk 
Leicester PetJani0 Ord Jan t 

LITTLEWOOD, HENRY LEONARD. mentee, Mir- 
=, Yorke, Joiner Dewsbury Pet Jan 10 Ord 


Luron, GEoRGB, Chrisp st, et, Poplar. Greengrocer High 
Court Pet Jan 10 

ManpcGzE, EpMUND, clin oe st, _ i = rd, Contractor 
High Court Pet Deci2 Ord Jan 10 

POLLARD, SYDNEY, New Brosd ot Stockbroker High 
Court Pet Octi9 Ord Jani 

Price, WALTER, Knighton, Fn hall Grocer Leomin- 
ster Pet Dec13 Ord Jan 10 

Spinks, MORRISS, Bans he ky ° Carynaron, Draper 
Kangor Pet Jan 11 Ord 

SARGENT, ROBERT GEORGE Tascon, Plymouth 
—a East Stonehouse Pet Dec 21 Ord 
Jan 

| Stour, James, Hertford Hertford Pet Nov2i Ord 
Jan 10 

THIRLWALL, GEORGE, and JOHN THIRLWALL, Whit- 
riggles, eenerant, Farmers Uarlisle Pet Dec 
‘9 Ord Jan 12 

TUTTLE, PATRICK, Dolton, Provision Dealer Bolton 
PetJan8 Ord Jan9 

WHITE, FRANCIS, Ancoats, Manchester, 
Manchester Pet Dec13 Ord Jan 10 

Wunyg, EpGak Darius, Bristol, Toy Maker Bristol 
Pet Jan7 Ord Jan il 

Wricat, Henry Fox, Cardiff, Agent Oardiff Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Jan 10 


Grocer 


SALE OF ENSUING WEEK, 


Jan. 23.—Messrs. FAREBROTHER, Eis, CLarkK, & Oo., 
at the Mart, E C., at 2 o'clock, Freehold Kesidence 
and Grown Lease (see advertisement, Jan. 5, p. 4). 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTH. 
Lomax.—Jan 6, at Cromwell-crescent, S.W., the wife 
of Charles Henry Lomax, barrister-at-law, of a 
daughter. 


ATH. 

Hupson.—Jan. 8, at Roinatbaidge, Sussex, John 
Godfrey Bellingham Hudson, of Stanhope-terrace, 
Hyde-park, barrister-at-law, aged seventy-nine 
years. 


— 


All letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 
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COURTS RESTAURANT 
(Late DUVAL RESTAURANT). 

Opposite New Law Courts, Strand. 
FRED W. TOLSON (late Manager of the *‘ Duval’’) 
is now managing this Restaurant for the Proprietors. 
In addition to existing arrangements, a 1s, Break- 
fast will be served from 8 am. to 11.30 a.m., and 
Breakfasts a la Carte at moderate prices. 


Also, a Table d’Hite Dinner, from 5.30 pm. to 8.30 | 


p.m., price 28. 6d. Every effort will be 
render Loe popwar. 


made to | 


'W TEA and COFFFE ROOM for light Re- | 


fre ty and a well-appointed SMOKING ROOM 
will be added to the accommodation. 


The prices of | 


Wines, more especially of the finer brands of Cham- | 


paune, will be found unusually moderate. 

For particulars as to Public and Private Dinners, 
Masonic Banquets, Smoking Concerts. &c., &c., ad- 
dress the Manager, FRED. W. TOLSON, 

CoURTS RESTAURANT, STRAND. 


SALES FOR THE YEAR 1889, 


| 


| 
| 


MESSBS. BAKER & SONS beg to an- | 
nounce that their SALES of LANDED ES.- | 


TATES, Investments, Town, Suburban, and Country 
Houses, Business Premises, Building Land, Ground 
Rents, Reversions, Shares, and other Prope rtie s, he 
be held at the Mart, Tokenhouse yard, E.C, 
follows :— 
Fri, Jan 25 Fri, May 3 
Fri, Feb 8 Fri, May 17 
Fri, Feb 15 Fri, May 24 
Fri, Feb 22 | Fri, May 31 
Fri, Mar1 Fri, June 14 
Fri, Mar 8 Fri, June 28 
Fri, Mar 22 Fri, July 12 
Fri, April 5 Fri, July 26 
Fni, April 12 | Fri, Aug 16 | 
Auctions can be held on days besides those above 
specified.— No. 11, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. Tele- 
yhone No. 1,669. ‘Telegraphic address, ** Akaber, 
ondon.”’ 
SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1889, 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Building Land, Ground-rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Btocks, Shares, . and other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 
land, . the City of Lonéon, as follows: -- 
Tues, J an 29 , Tues, May 7 | Tues, July 30 
Tues, Feb 12 | Tues, May 14 Tues, Aug 6 
Tues, Feb 26 | Tues, May 21 Tues, Aug 13 
Tues, Mar 5 Tues, May 28 Tues, Aug 20 
Tues, Mar 12 Tues, June 4 Tues, Aug 27 
Tues, Mar 19 Tues, June 18 Tues, Oct 8 
Tues, Mar 26 Tues, June 25 Tues, Oct 22 
Tues, April 2 | Tues, July 2 Tues, Nov 5 
Tues, April 9 Tues, July 9 Tues, Nov 19 
Tues, April 16 Tues, July 16 Tues, Dec 3 
Tues, April 30 Tues, July 23 
Auctions can also be held on other days. In order to 
insure proper publicity, due notice should be given. 
The period between such notice and the proposed auc- 
tion must considerably depend upon the nature of the 
Pada to be sold. A printed scale of terms can be 
a ie 80, Cheapside, or will be forwarded. Telephone 


Fri, Aug 30 
F ri, Sept 6 
Fri, Sept 20 
La fe Oct 11 
, Oct 25 
F rh Nov 15 
Fri, Nov 29 
Fri, Dec 13 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’ 8 LIST cf 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting ‘Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
Charges, House Property and Investments generally, is 
published on the first day of each month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, 
£.C., or will be sent by post in return for three stamps.— 


Particulars for inserticc should be received not later than | 


four days previous to the eud of the preceding month. 


EDMONTON. 
Most secure aaah orm 5, in 
round- Rent 
R. ALFRED R ICHARDS will SELL | 
by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, E.0., on TUES IAY, JANUARY 29th, 1889, at 
ONE for TWO o'clock precisely, in One or Ten Lots, 
the very valuable and well-secured FREEHOLD 
GROUND-RENTS, smounting to £200 a year, 
arising out of 80 dwelling-houses, being 1 to 40, 
Langhedge-lane, 1 to 31, Milton-road, and 1 to 29, 
Shaksppeare-road, Snell’s-park, Edmonton. 
houses are situate in a readily-letting locality. close 
to the main rvad, with tram route, and produce a 
rack-rental of nearly £1,200 a year. Reversion in 79 
years. 


hy aluable Freehold ! 


| CAPITAL, 750,000 DOLs. 
as | 


| Lowpow: 1, 


| Accumulated Funds “ 


These | 


| Deputy-Chairman—CHARLES PEMBERTON, Esq. 


Particulars may be obtained of Messrs. Waller & | 


Sons, Solicitors, 75, Coleman-street, E.C., and_of the 
Auctioneer, 8, New Broad- street, E.C., and Totten- 
ham. 
‘ ANORIAL RIGHTS.. —Lords of Manors 
wishing to Sell their Manors can obtain a 


good price by applying to Messrs, BENTALL & SON, ! 


Auctioneers and Surv: veyors, Halstead, Kesex. 
UUSK PROPERTY and GROUND. 
RENTS WANTED.-— Ready Sale for all 
thoroughly good Investments; several properties 
paying from 5 to 8 per cent. for Sale.- CENTRAL 
ESTATE AGENCY, 171, Queen Victoria street, E.U, 
Special attention giyen to Dilapidation Surveys, 





THE SOL ICITORS’ JOURRAL. 
EDE AND SON, 


RoBE eet MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS. 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 


| THE J. B. WATKINS LAND MORTGAGE CO. 
Commenced Business 1870. Incorporated 1883, 
SURPLUS, 400,470 Dots. 


Issue of 
IVE PER CENT. DEBENTURES 
Interest payable Half-yearly in London by 
Coupon attached. 
The Security for the Debentures consists of— 

1. A deposit with the Farmers’ Loan and Trust 
Company, of New York, as Trustees for the 
Debenture Holders of Mortgages, for the same 
amount as the Debentures, issued on Freehold 
Property valued at 24 times the amount of the 
Mortgages. 

2. The Capital and Surplus of the Company. 

Thus it will be seen these Debentures form a tirst- 
class security. 
The Company is also prepared to negotiate Six per 
Cent. American Farm Mortgages 

About £800,000 have been invested for English 
Investors, and not one shilling of interest or principal 
bas been lost. 

For full particulars apply to 

H. G. CHALKLEY, London Manager, 
14, Bishopsyate-street Without, E.C. 


HCENIX FIRE OFFICE, 19, Lomparp- 
STREET and 57, CHARING-CROSS, LONDON. 
Established 1782. 

Moderate Rates. Absolute Security. Electric- 
Lighting Rules supplied. Liberal Loss Settlements, 
Prompt Payment of Claims, 

Joint Secretaries— 
C, MACDONALD and F. B. MAcDONALD, 
LOSSES PAID OVER 


£16,000 ,000. 


TEST of ENGLAND FIRE and LIFE 
INSURANCE COMPAN Y.—Established 1507. 
Head Otfice — Exeter. London Office — 20, New 
Bridge-street, E.C, CAPITAL, £600,000, 
ment—Risks of almost every description insured. 
Life Department—Special Feature: Combined Sys- 
| tem of Life Assurance. LOAN DEPARTMENT—RE#- 
VERSIONS; LIFE INTERESTS; GOOD PERSONAL 


SECURITY. 
EDWARD H. SMITHETT, Secretary. 
Application for Agencies invited. 


i ASSURANCE COMPANY. 
Established 1836. 

Moorgate-street, E.C. 

Union-terrace 
INCOME & FUNDS (1887 wily = 

Fire Premiums .., « £607 000 
Life Premiums .., 47..100 
Interest... £5, JUL 


W. 


\ 


ABERDEEN, l, 


oo eee 
oe 


LAY UNION F IRE ‘and LIFE INSU- 
RANCE COMPANY. 
ESTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 1854. 
The only Law Insurance Office in the United Kingdom 
which transacts both Fire and Life Insurance Busi- 


ness. 
i Offic 
126, CH! ANCERY ‘LANE, “LONDON, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital Subscribed exceed 
£1,900,000 sterling. 

Chairman—JaMEs Cuppon, Esq., of the Middle 

Temple, Barrister-at-Law. iL 
ee 


, Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Lire DEPARTMENT. 
attention is drawn to the 


& Pembertons) 
Special following 
features:— _ 

1, ‘Lhe Premiums are moderate. 

2. Claims are payable immediately on proof of death 


| and title. 


3, At the last division of profits in 1885 the large 
Reversionary Bonus of £1 10s. per centum per annum 
on Sums Assured and existing Bonus was declared. 

Policies of Insurance granted against the contin- 
gency of Issue at moderate rates of Premium. 

The Company ADVANCES Money on Mortgage of 
Life Interests and Reversions. 

The Company also purchases Reversions, 

Every intormation sent on application to 

FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 





| 5 tai TRUSTEES. 
TO CAPITALISTS. 
TO INVESTORS. 


Fire Depart- | 





| gations t 
| brokers and their clients ; 


| Stock Exchange Accountant, 
| London, 


‘| 


ve £3,421,000 | 





Jan. 19, 1889. 


“Qcormsi PROVIDENT INSTI’ LUTION. 
(ESTABLISHED 1837.) 

ITS ADVANTAGES are :— 

A great'y LARGER ORIGINAL ASSURANCE 
--generally as much as 20 to 25 per cent.—without 
sacrifice of any portion of the pro‘ts. 

LARGE ADDITIONS may be expected by good 
lives, for whom exclusively the Surplus is reserved, 


FAMILY SETTLEMENTS. 

The system is thus specially suited for FAMILY 
PROVISIONS, on marriage or otherwise, by secur- 
ing, from the first, for the smallest present outlay, 
a competent Provision at the time when a family may 
be most dependent. 


THE FUNDS EXCEED £6,200,000, 
The Increase of Funds iu the last seven years has 
been greater than in any Office in the Kingdom. 
Loans on LIFE INTERESTS and REVERSIONS, 
17, King William-street, LONDON, E.C. 
HEAD OFFICE ates St. Andrew-square, EDINSURGH 


[MPEBIAL Fins a ree COM- 


Estatlibed 1803. 
1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pall Mall, 8.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid- up, £300,000, 
Total Invested Funds over £1,600,000. 
E, COZENS SMITH, 
Gereral Manager. 


THE BRITISH LAW FIRE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,000,000. 
This Company is prepared to entertain proposa Is 
on eligible risks, including Mercantile Insurance s. 
ek for Agencies may be made to 
H. FOSTER CUTLER, Manager and Secretary. 
Offices, 5, Lothbury, Bank, London, E.C. 


1s., post-free, 
NDIGESTION : its Cause3 and Cure. 
JOHN H. CLARKE, M.D. 


By 


| J. Epps & Co., 170, Piccadilly, and 48, Threadneedle- 


street. 


OOKS BOUGHT.—To Executors, i. 
tors, &c.—HENRY SOTHERAN & CO., 
Strand, and 36, Piccadilly, PURCHASE LIBRARIES 
or smaller collections of Books, in town cr country, 
giving the utmost value in cash; also value for 
PROBATE. Experienced valuers promptly sent. 
Removals without trouble or expense to sellers, 
Established 1816. Telegraphic Address, Bookmen, 

London. Code in a use, Us Unicode. 


Particulars of suitable In- 
vestments in London Pro- 
perty may be had free of 
Mr. GEORGE J. FULLER, §5 
and 8&7, Gresham. street, 
London, E.C. 


LA W FIRE.—Few Shares to be Sold. _ 
Address, E. C., at the Office of this Paper. 


1 TOOK EXCHANGE = Acovuntant 
with many years’ practical experience of Stock 
Exchange transactions is prepared to advise Solici- 
tors avd others in all matters of account relating to 
the Stock Exchange. and to undertake investi- 
of disputed accounts between stock- 
the highest references will 
be forwarded on application.— KOBERT WARNER, 
19a, Coleman-street, 
E.C. 
ENTS COL LECTED and DISTRAINTS 
LEVIED by Mr. H. C. Woop, Auctioneer, 1, 
Great James-street, Bedford-row, who is certificated 
to distrain under New Act; no fees to landlords 
when rent i3 over £20; long experience, good refer- 
ences, and prompt settiements. 


YOUNG MARRIED COUPLE, without 


children, living in a pleasant and sociable 
peighbourhood, would be giad to undertake the 
charge of one or two Wards in Chancerv; highest 
references given and required.—Apply, F. W., care 
of Messrs, Markby, Stewart, & Co,, 57, Coleman- 
street, London, E.C, 


AW PHOTOGRAPHY.—Special Staff 
for Solicitors’ Work.—Invaluable evidence of 
Ancient Lights, Obstructions, Accidents, &c., Fac- 
similes of Plans, Documents. Signatures, &c.—For 
estimates and appointments in London and South- 
Eastern and Midland Circuits, apply to Mr. Law, 
Room 604, Royal Courts of Justice, Strand, London ; 
Northern and North-Eastern Circuits, Mr. kK. 
GREAVES, Silver-street, Halifax; Oxford Circuit, 
Mr. H. W. Taunt, Broad-street, Oxford; Western 
Circuit, » Mr. S. Wuire, Castle-street, Reading. 
LE you want Money without Fees—amounts 
£10 to £1,000—before applying elsewhere see Mr. 


( > = personally f possible, 43, Great Tower- 
stree 








